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THE GAZE'l lB OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ ww) ^ ^ 3TT^ eTTFIT W t I 

(ii) ijiRjcbi^Ti^ gRT f^fiTT 7TXT arr^ cf§t iiRl^r^ ^ ^ ctifcURi ^;fe[fr gn w 

xfRT ^ ^ zfTf^^jiWr ^ ^ ^ I ^ >!HJif%d d'Wr^vjf^iw 

‘^rrf^raTT mmi '^nn % i 

(iii) nrter^ ^ ijifticbicb^'i i[Rr ir^ ^ ^ier ^ shetr xt? ^ 

fVra ERTT ^ ^ ^ ^3lt ^ STRTRTt ^ ^ 

^ uTH^ 1 Mlftlcbl^l ^ dcKI f^RRt cf) vJtf-PiiJH 5 ( 5 ) ^ 3T^^TR ^^QTTcT 
^ cET^df^ ^ ^ t? ^ rWT 3TRfm cE 

yfrlP^ft)*i'dci (RjI'E §'dcE 'ti^cg ^ (^dml'H cE^ ^TP^) cF^ mcd cE 
3TRttfr c^ ><^1x1(1 fcbdl I 

(iv) qrter^ ^ 20 , 12.2000 ^ ^?TT^^3Tf%cE ^?5 xrt cf^ ^trct ^ 

■^EjET^, 3RTIEIRR, ^ SlWii^id fcbdl "EEn Ril'dcE fiRT ^SIT ^TSI ^ 

ijR ^ 3TEraT qi?t ^ f^ra'rt^ f^ #rt^;c^ arl^rf^m, 1975 

Cf?t 3^5^ ^ #ET^;c^ gipg 4002.1902 ^ cf?rT tre t, ^ aTRTTcft 

^ qicuM Eim ^ git I 

(V) qrfto^ ^ qRf^TcE ^ttet ^ 13.3.2001 aif^Rjf^ET ter 3tk w 

r^d<^tg qifeff cEl mRRhce 'did Pitchc|1 cF^ ^cE qfcT Rdd'H q^T dl'^l'a % 

xfTc^tTI f^dl ^ ‘J^tcR MiyfdtE PitcEql cE if 3Tq% f^xTR, irf^ i^^d 

ch'<H cET Sl^ylET fchdl ^EJIT ?JT I 
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(vi) wif^rihi^ ^ wr^'ih ^ ^ ^ ^ <jdicjra ^ 

^ sft cR^aff ^ f^^id^l/ddTTcJib'1' cTSH 3?^ 

f^d^ MifM ^ ITNfir^ 3m-3M dM^ fv) ^T ^ TT?ft 'Tm- 

#trT ^ cf5t ^TT^TTF ^ 3^7 I 

(vii) WlftJchKl ^ yi 1 4vilP i^J^ tpTT cfft >s'cb mP ^Id Pylrlchl (piTT^ siJ’P IfTpr^TTcfnP 
gRT dMcTO cfRR ^ 3fp ^j^rm/d^ijYcwi TPfr cpr ipft 3fp ^ Pm 6 ( 2 ), 
6 ( 3 ) atW 6(4) P 3Tg^ PiPicf ^ -sm fcTErpT ^ 3mcT cfrP cr smR 3?m 
fchiji ' 

(viii) ffiPrcfTpi- ^ Pd5i4 mfM cm am fcRTR 9 . 5.2001 ^ iR^rf 

cm amR gm i amr Pm g^ mr ^ rnfM ^ P'fPacb ^ Yr 
mm Ppg m Pmr ^ PrP^d Pmm m ai^er ifr Pm m sjt i 
cm gPrgfiP miIccj) mm Pbi^ m PTcrRy cp gprar Pm afR mmcm mfP 
gPt ?T, 5Rgm mP mcm ^ m ?ft 1 

(ix) grPmfr m Pm 6(7) m ar^m mPt pcRf^ mPPr mY PiPPm mfM ^ jR^d 

Pfr nr? ^ Trrmrt ^ amPPr amr mPft mPurPicb tm^ ar^per g? 

PPtaRT mm mmtft eft 1 Pm^ mfM m agjTTEr g? PfPjmr pr^ 
gm m pR mPimWr m aiPlRcw Tjmr Prt #gT m armm eP. mm ®P 
^cjT Pmfr m aPpPr aTjm aff, m mm rnmY mP 1 

(X) mm m TPmim mi (tP ^ t tP) 73 gpg gP arciPr 73l%cT PrjP cpg 

gpt m ^RH mm P Pr m cRgart m armP m mY? mm mP cm 

3gRT£J fpRTT mr eg 
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(xi) tfifM ^ ^ ^ 


(i) ^0 3T^K f^O 

(ii) ^To c^eP^ra f^o 

(i) ^0 cAfiif5vji'ii ';^t^ TT -qtofe 

(ii) ^0 ^ 

(iii) ^To ^ T?, 

aiiqraa>/\JM4rt^i ^ 

(i) ^0 sffF ^ ^ 1%^ A^i^cjxnr>!| ^ f^crfr 

« 

(ii) Ao 3TT^ wto ^ ^5^ 

(iii) ^0 ^ ^ ™ f^O. 'd^cfnTT 

(iv) ^0 <Jlf^i‘^ cndcnTii 

(X) Ao ^ 

(vi) ^0 ^>!HiH ifrl^TR^ 

(vii) 4o '^dl-TT ^^cH-l 

(viii) 4o ^ '?#P?TT7?R 

(ix) ^fo 5nO 1^0 

(X) ^0 1^3TT ^ 
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(xii) iTNf^r^ Pii^ql ^ mfM ^ ^tit tt^ 

arfiRj^ 7TTT Pli^bCft ir Wiblf^ld ^ g5t ^Tf^TOdl ^ ^?ROT 

^ W # I mf^iil ^ ^ # 1^ ^ ^ XJ^ 

f^'Cihql 3fr?/^ Piwb6tt ^r ^ to? tor ^ |r i 


(xiii) WTT^ fcj)<|,d %^Rfr ^ t^t) ^ OTw w ^nftortor gr?T ^ 

to oTFT?T ?r?Ejt ^?JcRT ^ ^ OTEIR q? ?to ^ ^ ^^dd^ 

cTFTcT 3 ft? iTWcT ^ Mid ^ «I’1I'^ 3ft? cf^t dMId qTT f^dl*! ddl^l ■‘I’yI I 


(xiv) itochi^ ^ tojcFirWrafi ^ ^ to ^[Jcrt cf^, 1^T?r?T m, ^ tor 

dch ?Tr2rrqd' f^ill 3ft? cfj qcp P|t|^ciq> 4o cf^rHcKJl'll fiKi 

fchk; 3rrcF5^ cFft ^ftc^ q? urra git i 


(XV) dM'ftcw ftofr cH ftor le ^ . 3 TffrT? toto qo fc^ to%T 3 )Pto 
rrto/ 3 Tr£n? gfr w f^d«i^ tnfto cr ?nTeT 22.11.2001 ^ tor w i 

(xvi) ??i 3to!^xRT XXX tor ?r tor^ to gi?T toto 3itm? q? q?^ cf5t 
to ^^fcRT qtocT to t 3 ft? ftoq ^ 3ftoT qrtor^t q ^ toto ^ qrqr ^ 1 


(xvii) qfpq 3Tqf& 1 , 1.2000 ?t 30.9.2000 d* qqft qiJt ^ i 


\3fitq, f^^rioq)), 3n<iid<ft1, vjM<iicKti 'titil 3r^ ^ Q'giy 

^ mf&tot sfT?T ijto to 


top? fto^ qrfto gM qq torfr q? qT?fto ftoto q ctsjt qq^qq to?? 

q^ if xft tor? ton qqr t 1 to fto?T q? qi?fto ftoVf 3 fR qcqqq toqq-qq q 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PahtI—Sec. 1] 


fcTrlK ^ ^ ^ ^ f^cRnT-TT5f 'JTTJ f, 35^ ^>1 

^ OTJHN TTrRT #HT cT^ ^ ^ ?TT IffiTcI ^ToT^ t, ^ "^HTcT 

OyiillMil ^ f%xrR fchllT ^T^IT ^ I gKI '1^11 'd'lO? gixi 

TTTT ^ Wchdi f^WT f^HTal 4 fcTm tRIT I yif^thl'^1 % mfefl gRT 

oiicKI RV Tnft IcI'cik'! cfft, vjlgl d<T> d f^RTHT^TTR TRTrT ’^, v>i^ d<T5 % ?TT HHei 
R7 iTirra #, cfff t afR 33R ^3rm qf^RFft ^r Tigf^ f?r^ t 1 

f%d«f^ Tfitf gM f^ Cf^ ^3Tt^ ^ ^ T? fcTcTR f^T^n W 3fR ^ 

^^'1 RTJT, ^ #EI TtRg ^I'^ryiLbl ^f ^ t I 


7T. 1 f^YiEfTtSlH Han ^r»TH 

(w'l 3RR Icrf^r. rl«n ^0 clftRivH fcl^l. SRT 

arg^ t ttt f - 


(i) ?Rr ^ f ^Jrqrg' sfdrf^ gMfcTTR t i dTMTRJcl'TI ^ 

-'iTN in ?rt cH TR R RfFTF RflrTf t I ^ ST^tTT H ^RcF5T 

REf 3TR tRT cH R fgvT RTf ? ' 17 ^ 3TR RR ITST Ft RWf 

t .3fR FTTF^ 3rn^ fcrf^RT liFrt xr cf^ TTT RFFtt # I cRRTTF Ft^ ?TeTT 
IRFfRi ira (F ^ TT OTUrf^ FtI FTI :iTR Ip TH^t TTFt rT 5 Tr loFt go fcT^ F I Rd 
TRT 'TITi IPT fclpldlui cpdcl 't'disRd IFF IP dd-HdR'i gill ^ fdodl FTRTf |t 

Titl FTRPT viFg'lJI IFF Fgrm gRT tcfRJT RTcTT FI IRI TTR FF FF-fcmTFR gT 
^TftrraT F ^Jn nwf F- 


(Fo) HR ^ RR 1900 ^JRRIT ^HcT9M if^ IFR FTRR txf Fit Ft^ IRTFf^ 
ifRF FTIRI ^ cpFl FfrFT F 
fH) FTg IRTFf^ fiFRFitRd FTIRFR FR ^ RTI) 





[MTT I—1] 


'TTOT 
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^ STR 1900 ^|wr ^ ddcNHl cfTT f^TJJRT TH RRcR txT # I RET ^ 
3TR ^ ^3?^K t ^ ^eifen cp T^rej rr ep wi^Rh w gRfar 
TTtfeRRT?^ir?R 5RT ^TJR fcfRTT RTRT t I fcRrRT^St^ aTRTRT 39 311^ 40 ^ 

?f?cT 3TRncT f^RTT RTcTT I 3TEZrR[ 39 sfR 40 ^ cT?cT 3TRITf^ ^ #EI 

3rrR chocl 'd'lA ^ ^TTRT cf^ wfri^lclcll cfTT 3trR ^ fuRTc^ cfTRR vJrMlc; cR 

fjRd cb 6 l RT 'ffthdf ^ StR fR \i(Mlc; cfi k/tji TRTR rich ”11051 rTCTT qiRin^ch 

IRTRT tl 


(ii) trafr gRi f^ rth f % iiiRjcf7io>Tii3Tt ^ ?r rri R rrtr' cf?r 

RRRTRT RWcH RRT ^ 3TRR ^ cf?! t I |R Mlf^ijl R RF sflfcIcR cR ^RTRT 
tcRTT t % 3TemR 39 3fR 40 ^ RFR STRT cfT^ RFTTF RfR t I FR 

^ RR ^ FR 'Mlf^ij'l ^ Rcf5 f f^FRTtflR RRTF ^ '{fldl^c<b 3TajRfr 

RFR R# 3R WcTT t I RF l^lRJT RTcTT t FR 3R?RI cp RT^t Rcf5 

RRTOT? f' sfR RRT ITRtRR ^ cJie} |r ■Rrt JRTTRR fpR '<^l'HT^(db cPftcfRR 
^ 'Ocvl'ia RbOl R7TT’t' I 


(iii) ITRR ^ RF 3T^R f^RTT RRT # OTRlcblcb-dl ^ RRRR RTR RTR 3fR 
RR R OICH'!ltIl 5JccP ^ RtR ^RR c^ FRRR # Rt RRR A 3TTRTR f^RTT RRT t 
3ff7 f^Rchl RRTR ^ vjc^llclcl RT Et" ! ^Rcf^ arfrrf^JJR RTR R 
cpTT^^ RR f^RtR RR^ RTRT RRTR cR^ c^ EZUR 4 RFT RTRT % I Rf^ 

RRTR RTt ?IlPlc1 R^ RTRT ^ Rt RTlft RR^Rlt RJsJ ^ RTTpft I FR 
^ arTRRTt 3TcRTtFcR ^ 'R^f^d RTRc^ ^ ^ RR dcrlRI RRRT M I Rp I cb 

FtRT Rfr PlMI^'HK ^:- 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec. 1] 

Wlfk(cT)|'?l ^ TTFIT^ l^cRTpfr^ cf^ 


f^liydlk! ^3TmT?Jt^ 3T^ ^3TT TT f I ^ 

TRTT t TrTHF^ ^cHHMld ^ vlMilVl 6dTT< 3P^ 3Tt^ 

gRT f^Piffid ^dJId cPT yplWlf^ld >HcbdI t"(^ W t) 


viM>!lcW TT t PE ^JeTT^ cj^ ^ ift ^ 3THITpRT ^ 

^ THTPr h1v^c?I dip cp|i5 SffR P ?llfHci cIRdT BtdT I 


(iv) T^tdT^c^ d^cjRUT dd W-Mldd ^rMId cm ^fPTSTd R^lPdl dRdT # I ^ sTR P 
fRdP 12 (ii) RR 17 ( 2 ) (ii) ^ Rtrt^ttr Rm ddi R- 

“cR^ vm Tcf, ^ f%cRUT Rt Rldii^jcch gRRRt ^ fRij ttRRt t" 


3Td: cm Qcjyui RRtT?[c=cJ7 cm 7TH?R ^ JHTRfd c^ fcPr dRRr ^RT 

I cm diRfRur R cm4R^ cm teRth ^Rcp t i 

Vjdllp R cR VIlRld d# ^ WcTT t I 





[»IFTI—1] 
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(v) ^»5t ^ ^rtfStcr 4 (i) ^ ^ nmn t 

^ ^ ^ ^ W cRHT Wg ^ ^ I ^ JRPR ^HH{ic<b 

^ gw jnter^ ^ WRPT^ ^ 11 

(vi) 39 40 ^ 3l?p^n aiT% ^ ^ Vlll^lci 3TSWT 3RWT %g 

^ ^ ^ f^rf^ ^ # l ^ arg^ t v5Wi<?4i 

(aft^ ^frracT: ^ ^ ^ M ^ W ^ w^ 

f I vdc^iflih 5RT ^ femf M # I cjMt ^rt vj^miRci M ^r ^ t 

arR 1904, ^ f aTR i909 aft7 ^ 13TR 9000 f i ^cqr^ ^ 'HiI^ ^ 

argwR ^tto ^ (x?^ W 3n^ ^ an^ f I f^rf^*s ^ 

PTRT afg^ ^ ^ ^eTRTr ^ 1^ McRj ^ ^ aft? ^ ^ ^f5^ fjfj 

W 'tflHige^ ^ 5Rf!uRl«J ^ ^ ^ ai«Zim 39 ^ ai#T 

wrrrr i arcTRi ?*t i^tf^ yrlto^ ^ arg^ Wr t % ^ ^ 4 m ^ ^ ^ 
^ M wm ^Rg^J t H*iRT arg#! ^ g ^ ^ 

Mwart jlkftWf. ajk f^Pi'5?R, ?Rg ^ f^cRor 

f^troH ^ f^f^icddiaff ^ ^ ^r ?Rgi? # i ■^r5 alk q i fft i l^^ ' w 

^ jrflfWFrft^ '1^ afrf vjh^'Icwi ^ wpt ^ vs^^fR ^r 'ticr>^ 1| I 6 H'<i 

a<gxiti ^ ^ R^^iqaiaft ^ arg?TR '^hm ^ I 

(vii) W aTRTW Rff t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WTPT ^ 

^ M/'M'WI' ^ <?R^ I ^^?TT^ i> arl^mpJcT: ^ WR ^ 

f^jRTSf^t ^ ai^ ^f ^ ?T«nf^^ ^ cT^ WR Tirf^iR 

^ 'MHM T?g ^ ^ RRT ^ ^ R5RT ai^llwd % I 

(viii) ■?IF ^dldl cRZft ^ 'Md ^ ^ M't^d tt^Xdl ^RT g4d^ ^jltlT W ^ ■<RT aTR % 

^Ptf 'ft^ ®TT I g4q^ ■RRf ■^T Pi( 4"^ MlPlcpixl gRT aiPl'gldd MRpiqi RRT 
^ ^ gofcT: ^ afrf vJR^ ^ ?TfT ^ >PT^ ■?NkT t' ^ 3TR 1900 

g4(?cft ^ ^ ^ ^ if «ft I 
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(ix) ^ ^ ^ ^ H ^ ^ y ii P i H 

3TR ^ 3RI ?nf*rcf ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^r cTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^trit ^ i ^ ^iSt 

iRihcmi ^ ^ ^ % iiiRichiihdM % y ii R i' g f 

qY Tj?r eznq 1^ en, ^^rqq areJ ^ q#f RraJcRTT # qTt^qqqjqt ^ 
qPT^ ^ qq ai^MleH qsH I ^ Wq RRl*e aflY 31^ aierq ^ f 3f[;f 

qrq^ q5t qi^ qrfq ^ f^qq^qifM qjr ^ ^r q^ta wq ^r q^rf 

'wq^qcii q^ f*r^ qn^ft t I ?q q^iRm ^ f^^iq> ^jMq ^ srt m 10 'W'i f^^Teq ^ 

qiq^ q^t q^ qitq qq f^qqrqr q>^ t fvSRi^f f^qKitSld vjqqq q5t ^ ^qiiq 

fciq ^ ^ Rscnqj qq^ f^qr qqr qr I 

qiggq f^qqoi g^ ^ ^ PtHf^Raq 3i^[^ q? f 

(i) Bq RqKisJld v3^ ^ qqfSrq 3rq^ ^;^qcft ai^M ^ t 

(ii) qi? ^ f^Jjqr qnciT t % Rlf^ qrter^ % qrcqrq q>r ^q^s qy^ ^f^T qqqiq 1^ 

qtfcR^^tq «i^ ^^ql^qj.BcTn^fq^ i^f^efni^l^d ferf^q ^f^^tq, q?N1fM^ afk 
■fe^tq i^Rbcilni^f^d, qjt qtfoFRf sjiiPid q# t i q^r qq>R i> 

^r q>f^ 3TTq1% q^ t f^rq^t arwq 39 ^ atcptci an^ qr^ 3 ri wtt^ qq 

q?t qqrf^ q^ ^ qr^^r f^qq^qi^^ qR qR 1^ qrj qq^ q?r eqH 
w qfrqr qrf^ i qenf^r, qq l^qi qnqr t arrarra 39 ^ aiq^ anqiq 
qq ^f^Rft 'jft qqrrqq^ qrqq^ cptt^ q^t q rfr q^q^fiq qtq q5t t afk q 
^ Rrf^ qrter^ ^ crqrqr t I q#q ^ qq^q»?g qq ^ ^r ig^ 
qtq q5t t qf^ qqqq aqqiq aftqjq 39 ^ q^q 1^ qqi % I Rr f^d qsq % 
qrf^ qq q? qjqRT q^ ^ qqqq % % qq xjq 3 Tr; qf^ qqq^t Rrq^Rft aiciiTq 39 
q^q 3i^q eft qq qq Rqiqi ■qrqr qrf^ afk qiq'di q^ q^fpq qq q^ # 
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areziFT 39 ^ tiFtT arraif^ ar^i \3«5IT^ ^ cthri 'swftj ' 

^3«fm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^»St RT ^ # I 

(iii) ^ ^ ^ WnftrT 1^ W T?mRT 3TR 3T^ ^ ^ 

M?r ^ W D ^PT ^ t ^ 3T^ t ^ ^ ^PPl^ ^ ^ ^ 

c^ 3T^rf$IcT # cJ^ill^j P|ij^d«p1' SRT dc^lRd W ^ TfcT W 3TR ^ RPl"! 
3P?I WR W^ 31^ ^ IIR^T ^ Ril^fcTcf XJW ^ 3IR ^ t I 

(iv) ^ ci<?j ^fPTPT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TPIM ^ t 1 FT 3R^ STJ^m^'iT^ 

^ I 

(v) 31^ ftcR^ FfM 6fRT^^t^^t%FTTF£2T^F^^^^ ijiFq<T>|(hd^3ft 

5RT ^ WW dMd«I '3R2JT^ W t 3fR ^ ^ ^ mRu|I^ 4 ^ f^ToP^R 

f^ w % ^ {mm 39 3fR 40 ^ ^ 3imif^) wm t, wm-. ^hrct 

t cRftf^ ^iiter» - d ^ 3 tt ^ '^m ^ 3fk l^wrf^Rgci ^ t^ite 

M [ f^» i ^ ^ II? wfmi t ^fPrrgcJP ^ ^ 3 t^[^ 3Te2nii 30 3fR 

40 ^ cl6d vJdllc; ^ ^ WH PlfPT c'l^ ^ >3evR5 f^RIT ^TUT 

^ P | 2l^d<!b ^ vHifferiJ, 311^ 3TTf TRT 3IR ^ f^FT^ ^ 3TR 1900 ^ 

?T^ ^ • d«^'y i 4 ^ ^TJcRT ^■n^t3fRTft^3IR'^ 3niIT?tr ^ olM 

U? W TIRF t 3IRITII 39 3lW 40 ^ cTScT FT ^ ^TIUTcT 3RI ^ 

^ f^fRIT m\ t I 

N 4o W ifrPlfhHdl ^ TRT ? ^ 3I>1^ fipT? t I 

(i) f^Rgd 31^^ ^ K? vJc^« tor w % mm 39 3 fR 40 iij ^ snurfct?! ^ ^ 

^ 3rcR ^ ^ TlfcRRT W ^ 1^5RT% Tjlf^ 1^1^ ^ F ^5ITF t 3fR ^JcRT 

cW WFT ^TmrPT cPFft^ 3l*R irTf?Ilf^il^ 3I^RlfR ^ ^ # (FT FcT ^R 
vifR f^?n '^FIT) I II? Fill "^TIIT ^ t)|f^cp|qjcli3it W 3TT?m ^ ^il^ 3ITEIR M't^d 
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^ t^j?n "jrar f ^ wet mRuihI ^ ^ ^ t 

vacMiql cTWT ^RR ?RRR5t 3j^ # I ^ if 

t % ^RR ^ PiyRui wnrrt afk gRi ^rr ^Rt 

13ff7R f2|y RteraJcrfatt i[Rr rj cr^ ^ aneiN^ I 

(ii) ’RtorefRtaft ^ ftM ft?R5 RfM ^ ^ ?r§ Ef^t 3?pt T3 rt t 

ftriKRR ^3fcR 3RR #?! ^ cIBcT 3n RRcTT 1 

vJOT?l't3*'f)<j t ft? RBt <TR f?T f^nrfcR? ^ t FTRT FTtY ^ ^ 

arm^ ^ ^ T«wfi« ^ to w w % Rs^rto Rfri wtoR«f f^ n r ^ i tfR ;3 rk 

Ejt 3T^ ar^ #>Trgc^ ^ cI??t ^ an r9rt i mftorRcrfaft ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ qcTOoq RT ^ ^ ^ % sfrf ?K ^ 

^ Ef5t t I fcfto af^^ n? ?ra> vsfi^ ^ ^ to nm t 

nRRMt viira ^ jraYsRpeJ nrntto R?f ^ i ^jpt 3ito«R n? jnftcT ^rt t 
^ 2ntoi # afR ?R vjtM ^^snnadli^jwR # toni^Yr vj^ 
afl7 i^Rlf vnPtd f ijrrto ^ rY ^ 1to4l areiR nn^ w>^: 

ReR t I RPrflR RR'C WTf^Efjl^t ^ toTRlSH vicMW afk RRR c^ ^ 
^ 2Fr?^ 2}?t I 

(iii) ^ RiR ^r FRNi ar^^ t ^ n? ngnER mff to t toNnsSYr 

'aoiiq 'rfl*intje«p q'Hcpxui ^ ^ nr 3TfSR> RT ' 3 n?M ^ aiFrtn an 
WR I RF Ift xJeTrl<a 1^>RT W 'H«r>dl # ^ RR^ 4 Rt ai^ aicR afERTRt RR t 

R % ^ 3TcR 3T^ RR "'^Rn rY^ >dwVi % nJtoRs ton t BR aPR^ RF 
ar^ RjRT RT^ toR R7 ^nto ^ wtor R?t t alk R?it 

RRRRT R^f toft t f^ixicp ai^RTY^ 3IeR vdtRini ^ atoftf anft RT^ vicRIi^i Rft RRR 
R^ RHT RRT Bt I BRft toR toR RWltot ft ftft RR^ ^ RTY ft RHRft ^ RRRT 

ton torft tortoR ^rtr ^rri wiimcp ^ ^trrr # toft ^ ijftR: aicR ar^ arERiRt 
ft Jtiilftd ton RRT ^ ^tor br Rftf ftRft nrft ft rrcJ r^ ^ # i Br rrr ft 





[^i—-qpqr 1] 
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jntert ^ oiH ^ ^ ^ jnm^ ^ c^rt t ^ f^ 

Rter^ wf ^RR)T^ ^ t I cwrf^r, ^3 ^r>t stw wT?f t i ^ 

3^r3JRT ^cqr^ g>r I^rrh ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ ^ v^n^ 

t Tff 5n?5R ^ ^ f^SRBT site te ^3^ # site ^ ^3RR ^ teR 

W I Ndiji6'iuin4 ^ tet^i ^ ^ii^te 'i'Hiin'1, alter, ^<3ifte afr? tel ^ 
^emf5 ^ ^ w. atei ^ aiRR ^ ter wtr ^i^ ^ 

M I 5RjR tecTT ^PT ^ t alk Rtei ftes Rtei^ ?jnrT ^stel 
ante ^ ^ w w?ft I TOtet ^ ^ te teRi.- wr 

te ftei ^ aicR aicR artet attei an^ te ^3?te ^ w^i TfHT 

I 

(iv) amR afr? wteRi ter # ter fitter ^ ^te # # arf^iter 

^ artsjR 40 ^ aicite an^ <iiel f^ri^lfep ^ ^ \dW4l 

^ ^ TyiT t^TRuff te t I ^ 1998-99 ^ am ^ ^ ^ 

teR tetef ^f5t afr? te ^ tRT gJt arjrj^r 21 ^ ter (i) ^ a^R rh 
3TT^ ter wr t te am % ate ^i^^ter ^ ^ f%«)te ^ ^ ^r 
te|R ten t I am xrt ^ aiR 1900 #ter afr^ jerte me? te 

^ ter^ mmter^t ^ wr ^r ^grte ^ n^rter ^?5t w ?^t t 1 mr^ n?r f^te 
^ 11^ ^"fMte tete t ^ ?frmj^ aitete sirr 40 n5t 
aiBziR te# ?te 4 te ^r ?Ten PrylRd ntenr ^ arj^sn t afl? njto ?rm 
?ftR^c?n tRqj alters ^ 39 ^ aiRR ftejft (i) ^ temr ^ 31^?^ ^ t i 

(v) ?teT jei'ild tetete ^ter aiw teml sirr #^^ 3903.90 after aii^ f 

afr? ^ anteRn ^ aitzTR 40 ^ after air^ ter ?teT ^erte 

^ ?imT ^ # I 


(Vi) 


«b)Riii m?r^ ten ater te ^ iri ^r an? ^ nte ^ wtefl ter ^ 
tern itetel ^ ate teter afte ter tetet ^ nF fter ten «n ^cMid ft? 
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j ^ l^lfcT ^ n3?7T^ ^ % 

^ ^ ^ 5RT ^ I 1^0 gRT 

-^m ^ anftci ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ «Jt i 26.4.2001 ^ 31^ 3 if^ 

164/165-2001-1? ^ ^ ^ f^M^r «n % 

^ 3IBIINI 4002 ^ 3i?rfcT 311^ ITf^ Jd'H'f ^ ^ 

^ t I 3rcT: 3T^^ # ^ ^ sqm 4002 ^ 3icr>tcT 311^ ^ 3iqR afk 

eijthl^chd ^ ^ vdcMlf^d vJcm^ ^dlild ^ ^ t l^-diyuJt^ ^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TWT 3jk ^ 3TEqm 3903.90 ^ 3tc^^?T 3TT^ ^ 

-wJld ^cil4)H <t>lMlcflH'< ^ f^Pl*1^u| ^ '9FII^ ^ 5'dfdVi % ■?!?■ cJIdl ^ ^ 

^ vJcMIcJi qit ^ ^ -mn ^TFIT ^nf^ I 

(vii) 23.5.2000 ^ 3TT^r 3T^M ^ <kl (i) ^T qiR|cMct)d\3it ^ 3R^ V^'lgH % 

-m^ ^ ^ ?TcT ^ 3n^ ^ vdcri'ia t I 31^^ t "21? 

mw ^ I #fre ^ 311^ ^ 2001 (130) i ^ ^-58(^-%^) 

|3n t ^ 3T^ 1^ 11% 

^'HIHM §<mM'lcl'**^I^ vdtiVi ^RI fciPiRd 3I«raT vJd^lRd WfT^ ^cKUnlel ^ ^ I ^ 

5'dch 3TTqRT vjtyVl ^ ertcT ^ 'dcr>^ I NddHK ^ ^THPT ’TH^ ^ 

Miftiq>('ft Zf>r ^ Rocfj^ XR XT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3lf^ ^cTxft Mwj # I ^ T|f^ ^ 3ft7 ^ % 

^gxTte ^ 5^i#q 3 if£iPi'*iq ^ sm^ 40 ^ 

SItziRT f^xrixjft 4(^) ■^RTT vifcxHl^d f "eriH ^ ^ 1Mw3ft ^ 31^^ ^ 

t ^R^r xxqj ^ ^ 3TRlto xjc^ f?r^RxTTX? # I 3TcT: ^ ^RTR 

^ t' I 

(viii) mddM ^ ^RuiihI ^ ^ xi^ % ^ f^jf^rci wm t f^SRi^r ^ ^ 

HTRT t ^ 3TR ^cil>lld qMcftrR ^f?JR ^ WR ^ 3WqT f^dKI^d 

^3^ Rif t, ■?!? f>tR R5t arf^RT^R: STEOm 40 sraMcI 311^ RT^ 1%^ 3T8IRT 






[ MFT I—1 ] _ STOT 

5CI#^T ^ cRJ ^ftfjRT W vilHT t ^ qi'klf3|«lt> ^ ^ v3^^lf^ 

^ srfcrf^rte 1 1 

(ix) ^4'^|(W ^ ^ ift afl7 ^ ?JTM ^ t SJHJR 3903.90 

^ aid'i^d 3TT% 3P?T JCl'^'l t^lHlofl+l^ ^ f^'I^M X^'9 'dtjVl ^ 

^ ift vJ4^ilJ| ^ ^srmT t afk ^ f^if^ ^ 4iedM ^ ot 

HlRltfl^l ^ 'H*1^ ^ STR ^ 't1*1N c|>(^ ^ 

^ vjeel^ t- 

(i) 'WI^'^elihH- ^ Tf XRT TTip Tjf^ gRT vJdJifta 

(ii) ■^- ^r^rfeTZm, ^ TJ^ T? SRT vJcMiRd 

(iii) 3RTT^ WTR >i(^lRd 

(x) ^Myl<td fdli^T ^ ddl^^iuil ^ ^ 'MI^'ilHchH ^ WTT^ t ^ ^ 

fW ^srmr t sfk ^ ^ f^^iKi#T ^ ^ ^dich^ aisM 

wn 3903.90 ^ ^ ^ ^ w] cWT I ^ 

gRT ;j(Ml1^d ^ XRT 3IR ^ IF^mr ^ ^ # sfR RTRft ’ft fM^ ft ^ ^ 
cTHRn W I 

(xi) 3T^fteT t fftfft^ JnRlihlft ft ^ mRuiihI ft ^ gjRufr ft fftr ftrft 

^JdTT^ ft SM’T 3T^ 3TEinft ft STcfftf 3nft f fftcJRlftftT ft graft ft ftftftt ftt 

fttra fftgRgR 3fk ■^JTH^IJSraR >R5T 8TT I 

(xii) fttfftgT ft Ra<HI45 ^gftftg ftg gRT ftfcRg? ffte’T ft ’TPTft ft ftgft ft ft^gT ft ftgg^ 

ftgT fftRTft fftgRTftg ^^qrg ftr ^ ^3dTTg ft ^ ft?T ft ggR IftgT ggl 

®TT I 6^lVI 3T^ftw ^ fft 'jft ftgft ft fftn sftr gra ft gRT ft^id gisfl'l ftt ftcTra 3ragT 

ffti? fftrr ftft fftg^ ftr fftmft ft ftft ftt srjftft gft ft ^ i fftftt ft 
graft ft rar g? rag^ # fft ggftgg graft ft grarg fftggiT gft ggcg ggr eg 
gftra? gR ■RTg gft grafts aragT graft ftg gft gra fftgr ggr «n I ara: grRigggrataTt 
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[Pabt I —Sec. 1] 


fifelcTT t I 

(xiii) ^ Tfm\ 

^ 3ira5t?I 'ttiy ^ 3T8RT vJ'M'i^ vj’cq 'W'( ’ft ^c; 'Jlldl 3ft^ ‘J'tll ^ ^ 
ft ftt W 8TT ^ ft ^^ftry gRT ^ (WZTRl) 

^ ^ ^ ^cqj^ ^ vift^ ^ ftt w ^ t I ^ 3icRft^ fftfft TTR^ 
HM-ft^i fftf^ ^ ^ fWr ft ftei ^ ft ^ cTS!3f prft 31^ 

ft ftft fftftt ^lil6 ft fftlT ft fft HFlft ft 3TOT Hd ci|cM ft HFlftt^T 

fftf^yfttoft ftr ft^ Tjft ^ fft^ M’jft’n ^ftlft 

ft ftftftd 31^ clJl^clI^ft ft 1ftf^ mterft SHT 

Piftyui fftm TRIT ft I 

(xiv) ^rrft 3TcTM srt vjl?^Rad ft 3 tn ft HRft ft HPiftn 

inteift m ^feftiui ft I 

yrtoft ^ ^ ft ^ mm 3903.90 ft wciftcr srrft ^ nft ffterRift^ ^tcctr- nft ft 

3 ft? 1000 ft ft 3TR ^ vdcMIdd 41 |R)cFI<’jci1 e[RT 'Tftf fft^IT vj|idl ft 3fr? ^ HcKK ft 

R'dKlftH 'JdTK 'iftf ft ^RT ^ vjfR fft^ ’mr ^ I 

(xv) 'dH><l<W HTHft ft fft? 'nxj ^ 3i^ma ^ HFfft ft cl«ft ^ ft ftRTT 

ft 3lk ^ ftHT d?f5 ft dUftil ^ ft I ftft HTHcft ftl ftift 

vinft ftt ^ZTTW ■mfft^jr?5ft3ft ^ feiRad 3 t^M ft ^ srjftft ft ft?cR 

^ ft 'ift ftt vjfT 'dcpft I 

fciRad 3l^ftft ft 6 ft <4ilft«r>i<?>dl3it ft fft*^i'5'dl'< 'd<?ft'a fftj^ ft-.- 

'' ^ vJeft'id deft ftt dcRT ftd ft cfRHT ftldT 1ft vifTxf dd XJd XRT 3TR 

ft ftift ftftr dftf STT l" 


ftd 7, 'dTXd ■?J)tT ft d? fftdT W ft fft 






[vnri—^nrc i] 


MTCI ; switnrw 
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TO W^pse afk WR ^ TO t 3fhr TOc^t ^ to ^ 
if .^ptc^ r 

(xvi) ^ ^ ^ TO^ TnfriTO^crfaf! % snr^ ^ 

^ t I ^ cT^ TOl^ 3lW ^ ^ WT t ^Hl'f 

^ cfr ^sVrr gRT ^IT f^RltcH^t SRT TO ^ 3TO ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ ^ ^ t I armR ^ ^ ^ i 

(xvii) !R^ 'Hl^vi(ft4) ^ ^ aiTO ^ ^ tT^f? Ift «fT ^ 

'fft^’SiciP ^nff^Rnr ^ aro aro aMrzff ^ ^ cRj afr? ^ afk 

^J^nM ?T^ 3TO 3TO t eft ^ ^ ^ vJlfriT XR3T%fj 

^eft ^ ^ aro 3TO ajBZTpfr ^ aicPtcT an^ tot ^ tot^ # I 

vJtw % TOtT^ 1 ^ TO t 7jifr|(^i aikyr ^fi r^ to ^f^ uii ^ti ^f 
^ cT«2i ^ Tfst^ armR ^ f^TOr t % irjr fipT f5p=^ aroqt ^ tot^ ^ 
"TOTO'ijft tot ^j5t Tif 15?^: TjTM ^I^h) if ^ ^ ^ t f^ TO 

^ TOR I9l5t ^fitf ^ eTTTJ^ ^ «ft I TOcT f^-gTeT Tjg ^ ^ aififTO^ 

^ ^ 'ffTft^ fcRTT vTRT ^nf|TJ | 3Tf^f^^ 1872 ^ EUTT 101 ^ ^ f^RTT 

TO I 

£IRf 101- f%?T ^ <<iRl<t»"^ '>lt dilRii f^Rtt RTOR^ ^ ^TEZff ^ ^ 

armR ^ TOjft arf^rro amr ^TTf^re^ ^ ^ tot ^ t 

wrf^ % \3^ gRT aiTO ^ t-*' 


(xviii)8H^ ^ cT^i> ift f^iiT «IT ijit arjEfR ^ viTHtd 1%7 tt ^ttjt % arnro 40 ^ 

3M^ arr^ ^it^ ^ Tj^t f^r^jr?tt arcro so ^ tot iftis^t^tigiraT^ittTO 

3T5^ ^IR^ f % 1^ 155t ftroft aiTOT 39 ^ TOT ^ Trf «St l?? IR^: 


3866 GI/2001—2A 
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^ ^ MiRiipiyl ^ wr 3TeHT ^rra^T ^ ^ I ?hrt 

t jntorM ^ ^ ^ ^ ?f®qf ^ ^ 

^ I 

M'it’C'i r^«i'<“l ^ ^ ^r 4. c^AcMdl ^ T? ^ Pinf^RsId 31^^ #- 

(i) 4. xTJTif ^ TT7 5RT XT^ xyrr sf^efr ^ (gym i t I 

^) im gg<<^VMd T? ^ a^i#! ftn? |f- 

(i) Mdtp ^ 3fRTcT^ ter# smuj 39 ^ 40 ^ ^ t 

X3^ Rui^fjcf, ^ ^ atmidcp ^ '^Plf?dd TjTT 'dihdl t' I 4o 
^ vjfTcT 3T^ ^ ddliqd 3^7 iTRcT cf^ f^pjrfcjt ^ ^ I 

(^) xlto an^ gft<4lTi)4^yR 3TTq> 3lt>f 4o 4xtPR ^ 

If- 

(i) ^ ■^f ■?!? vdc^va ufT 'dcpdl t f^ qirq<T?l ^ Wcn#T XJ?qi^^ ^ gjt 

^ fRT ^ 3fk ^ 3ftf%ro!J t I f ^R l !; || '^:^ 

^ ■?I1' V3c^<a t 1% f^-qKI'Jl’1 Vdr^iq ?^r?n X3cqT^ ^ STfcTSTc^ xfpj^ tjjf^ 

■^I?' '(iRfyqd vjfT >F|^ % cf^r cPtf ai^Rld 'd'ijyui ^ f^lHdl t I 

X'TFI^ ^r, Xj[^nf^ 3rfT^ ^xmi'^'i ^ XJc^ f!pZfT XRT t v3tlt^ % ^ ^ 

^'H X?>T ^raRT t 1^ WTcI: WET ^ ^ VllP^d ^ ^ 

WT%? I 

(ii) ^ xjecl^x^ % f^ 'jINn, 47|Riii, di^qid, xj^ xj, x5Tt^^ ^ xj^ ^ 

3TR 3lliJid Xi^ xif^ vifixr ?riRie1 -i^Hl^cXP X3xp?M 4002.19 

STcpfcT qxn«j5d Rii^ld ^dlf^d ^ STT I 


3866 GI/2001—2B 
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(iii) >3lfnT^4o f^fesRT xfy en fuRT^ ^ jf?PR ^ 

^ 31R ^fiT T?lPmlu| qr I 

(iv) ^ Tf?T 3TR 0?^ ^ 3IR 1900 ^ ^ if ^f P Pbds ft (4o mR 

^'S't^^ji f^o dk ifo cff^^sr f^o) % f5il^ ^ ^ficft^rd dt ^ 

^ fen? ^h6l ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^:- 

?r^ 3fR) 9ft ^m\ % |lferi?^3TRifT?^d31R 

1900dt^ 3ft^ TJ^ w d OT? !^riPlc1 t I d 31R 1900dt^ iJjT v3c^ 

tn (f^ pTc^ TTR^ ter 9ft ^ ^ d tor vsttcTT t I Tj^r t?^ 

^ 3TR ^ vjcel'a ?l4 RcxI'i f^^^t-ififei ti %2TT ^ncTT t I ^ t?^ 3TK 

f^Pf"i 1 3ff7 5^Tdt arnjfcf fd^R # dt ^ weft^ '' 

(v) m Becnad^r t f% ^ tf ^ wdter 9Tr9T^ 19ft jh^ ftft^ jrrtorft t 

gir urm ^ ^7?^ w sir i ^rudq ^ftts" t 20.4.2001 dr wNr 

dt gf^ dt eft (df^ 3 tt^ 104-165/2001 v) i ^rMter dtt^ t 2 
1999 d fdt^ snf^i^i'fr d 3rfri^ 3Td?i ^ vjc’T^'ig fdqi I 'isii^cfj^ ttyrjTfq^ 7 dr gq': 
M'l^u fdqr 91111 SIT I 

'' dr jTfgq ch>(ci wrq fd q^r xj^ 3117 1900 dl^ qq ^tt^tct dM 39 yd 

amdr 9 ft fdqr qq ^ t qrtord qrt t fd sih^pt 39 d ciff tordt dt 
’^FeTT^dqq ddq d xjq t?ti 68**t 3fr7 qepR qF^'fddfeq? ^q^'^dt qrqrqdt d q^ stift % 1 

Hudlq fdfdq suterd dt dm d=qcT fddfeq? qq^ q^ Bqrd qft dt 1 
q«TTf?r, d^rrfd mftqq d ^ dm t, mf^rqqqjddt d q|q d wndt d wq d qrad d q 

dq^ qxi 31 K ^ ^ (s^ .,500 gfhf 1700 dtdxq) dr eird dt qfq dt t 3 t% 
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[Pakt I—Shc. 1 j 

f?jR^ ^ if % UF w t fMfery w ^ t ’ft 

?nfir^ wt^ ^ ^Ttn «?ft t I ft ^^rftfeprft aft? ^ fftfftnW ^<36^ t, fftr% 

^ ^ SNI’Tt’T ’ll t uncRftfftj^ntel^TJ^^aTR1900 

ft ^ fftj# aRi ^ ^ fftfft’iWr ^ # I 

uTMiftk ^cqR ft ftt ft ^ ?5q ft ^ wnft ftt Tnfft^ 

Wr ftt ^ ftt t, ft (ftfftftui 11 

(vi) ar^;#r ft 1 ft fftwRiftt^ ft fft^ ft ftrftfeRft ftt ?n 1 ftcT ^?ft, 

Mii^ch ft ftt ?n1ftH ^ ftt aftm ^ ?ft ft, ftt ft? q? IMf^ 

^ ft I ftfit fttft ?nCT ^ fftm w ft fft?ftt 21? w ?rcT ?Tft 1ft 
fMf^ aMFi 39 ft aicft^ air ft 1 ft KRft^i Ift^ jnter^ ft 21 ? 

^ ft fft ^ fiw Iftr ftSfTcTJI ft ^ CT«2I ftt ^ ftrlft W ftt’Tig^ IftTPT ?Rt 
3IHn2I 39 ft ^ Iftftt fftftfefi ftt fftbift ftt 2ft ft I ftttllft ft ft?H 

Ml^Tfty fftffte: mlft^Tft ft 3T^ft^ fft2JT W «It 1ft fftftf^ ?2r5 ft 3TCqT2I 39 ft 
aTcrftr anft 2?? ftft ^ftt ft g2tt1ft iT?gid<^^ if 39 aft? 40 ftt 

Iftftftft ft 3T^?TT? ^3^ aTB2IT2f ft aRfftt 2T^ ftt 3TT^ ft I 2lTfftfrn5?ftait F?I 

FT2TTXT TTtr ftg^ anftft ft 3TTEn? q? 2ZITW ft eTOnj ^ ft dMft<WI ^3ftt2T 
^ lltelft SrtTTft ^ ?TgjF ft I 

(vii) ftftTOT: 2j? ?w: fft 2 n ^Tpn xniftij 1 ft f^-dKi^d ft^r^ Fft ?^, 3 i«ftT 
w ft 3TT? 1900 fttftat ft, ftt 3TW2I 4002.19 ft atcfftl anft Fft 2 i^cHil - 

|<iirS2T ftftjRT aft? Fft f^^t^T ft 2 TT?^ ftcf ^ Ift^ ft I <^ |f ftch l 4 >d t ft t 
?T?t Iftftt 3 RI ^ ^ fftftftur 21^ fft2IT WT ft aft? ^ f^^T?!#! 23?TT^ ft F 2 l^ ft 
2Tftf an ?Tn 5 ftt ft I 

(viii) ar^fti ft fft fttf 31221 fftn?^ 2? fttft wn ft ft^r cf? arfftsF^ ftt2TT I fftn?iftt2T wn? 
f^ft2T ^dif^H ?^ 1900 fttft? ^ an? ft aft? ??r ?TftT ft fftf^ 





[Mini—1] 


Miwnsrn^jrrr; aroiMRM 


a 

M lf ^ l ^ 5M ^ 3IR ^ ^ ^ ^ ftnn 

WTT I 

(ix) ^ Prfife jnt^vNft % ^ f^ ^ «n 3if?ra>T t 

^iit*T SRI jR^cf aft^ ^ ^ 5ntrvjRi0 f^rfe into^ srt ^ 

^ cTCq^: ^ ^ ^ t I t ftj Witold ^ 3TT^ ^ 

WTlftd ^ ^ ^ ?fjt VIWlP>I<?>df ^ fMfefj 

^ SnsUR 39 ^ ^ ift ^ ^ t I FTNT 3?^ f^V4RI t 

^?) arsTFi 39 atcT^ 3 it^ ^ ^ ^ 

wrn? sistri 39 3IW 4o ^ ftoqM ^ 315 ^ 3thzir ^ aicn^cT cjjfrf>d ^ ^ 
3ncft ^ I t||R|«ni4jal3ft ^Mcrt 3n^Rfr ^ 3IRIR ^ ^ RIN^ ^ ^ ^PTF? ^fT^ 

^ vJiJ^')cWI ^ifRT ^ fflfcRbl^ jmR t I 

^ yrg^ 4o 3I7 cT 3nm ^ ^ 

f^R=TfeI%cT 31^^ %!? #- 

(i) 31 ^'^'1 ^ cT^ '2IT ?jt E2IH ^^PJT ^ ^ vinn?! 3H^<41 

^ t ^RufPl'M'jW f^t^ Hl(^47lD f^RRJtd ^ ^ if 23 ^ 
MR^jfc^Jd ^ 5 fT ^ ^neRft ^ w q 5 ^ ■qi? f 2.6.1999 ^ ^ 3 ifrrfT ^ 

vf^ii^r ^r f^rf^ Hif^<hi'5t ^ f^dRitiln ^ iir? 11 

2. Tn%>> 1 'n gRT ^TPT 

jntor^ ^ ^ ^ t f?rqM#T qr^ ^r 1%fiFT qrf^^fr gRi 

"fR? 3f^^ ciJNiqi 3n£||Rd t 3frf ^ '•ft % ’El^ ^3lfRT gRT fftf^lf% cR^ ^ ft 
3TrqTtftd ^ W^T gR^ ^ I intelft gRft f % g? WR5 fftvgT ggT t f^ fto 
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mR f^o 3fl7 ^^0 V40>f^ihH f^o, ^ t (?Ef arr?) 

# ^ 1% ^ 3itzim 40 3TTW II? ^ 

M ^ if?T ^ 3TR ijWf W^tM ^ ^ ^ vJcqK ^ ^ ^rflcfi^ ^ 

^ t I mter^ ^ II? cT^ w t "^i? wi5t iziTW t aft7 ^ 

^ftriT^c^I^ ^ ^ aiEHrat |3TT t v3T^ 3TEZim 39 ^ t ^ ^ 

f^RT ^ ^I^ vitiVl ch'(dl % I ■?!? ^ vJc#?5 1^RIT 1^ ^ Mi^K ^ 

f^ omw WTPT ^ i?'Hm^chH, v5r4^ sfR ^ i? ^ ^- 

^cqr^ ^ ^rM ^“ift TTTe^rM ^ ^smpn ^ ^ 

Tiifiici ^ ^ ^ yitei^ ^ “ift ^ 11^ ^ ^ -^nq ^ 

ftlTRI^ vJOflq qjt ^Tf^JTT^ ^ ^3^ f^RIT ^RIT ^ I 

^ ^ ^ ^ Jirtoi^ ^ t 1% ^ ^^)3n? 

3lfeRjl|'4T t i T # iir^cti ^ ilRoTTiti ^ ■»T(0 ^ ^TBITqf^Tf^fT t^^lRI#?! ^?TK 
4 xnfM SRI w ^ ^snTTR, s^rf^, ^ trt tt, ^ aft^ 

dl^qn TRT ^ 3TR^ ^ qsiT M^ilrf^ld f^TIRI#3 ^?Iiq % ^ ^ 

7pm % I f^l^ 1%ciq^ qifM SRI ^ ^ 31^^ q^r ^ ^ q5^ 

^>^qj ^Rft 3TRlt5T <j 1NH q? '^'HImvIcki, 'Jl4*fl qri 'tci^'JicPti 31*1^ 'irt tj ^ yf^H vjnxi ^ 
qiq^ 3TT^, SUf^fq^l^ 5IRte f^ql ^ ^ q(l) ^i qcn f^li^ fSmRi#^ ^cqiq q5t 
qR^ 1^ PIHI^'MK \j^ 1< q^t ^iPlRlt q?! 31^ ^ I f^rlRl^ftq vjdliq qit 

PlHij^iK qf^qiftq ^rit qnqr #;- 

^ in^ 3fR ^q^ qq ?i;^ fM ?fi^ Rii-Jld (ifq trt 

3TR) Tft qj?T WcTT t I^TRT3TR^TRT^3TR 1900 ^Mul ?T^ eltq^ 

qR^ ^ Ift qi?T qiTcTT t 3fR IRT ^ 3IR fbr^t ?1^ f^- tf^ 

■m\ t, ?nf*RT f I qqnq •4' qMfkOq, qnT ^ ^ r fkq* jmim, i<{h ‘!7? flH ii fs^ i ;ci ^i fen 

wi^Rq qjtqiqftq^ q^ f ' 
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[MFTI—moy 1] 

3TcTW ^ 3TN 1500 3lk 1700 ^ ^nf^ler ^ t I 

^ era? ^PftZRTOr f^tlRItn^ ^ t, f^d«l€i 

^nfM 5?^ ^ ^ tttt ^ ^ ^ t ^ t f% 

^ 3Tg^ 3J?TO ^ aTRTTcr 3iwr!l 40, 4002.19 (3TTf ^ 7ft cpftcRUT 

4002.1902) (50% % 3?WfW rTc^ ^ 7^ 3^7 3T£2TR 39 Tft ^ f^c ^ 

Tft^ 3903.90 (3TT^ ^ 7ft ^ftfcRur 3903.9000) ^Jcfftcft^ c^TfcT ^ftftteft^ 

^ '<iffc^1dl5g5c1 ^FftftteftHTt) ^ 1^ ^^Mf^rcf7 7^7^ ft eft xftfftp# eft 

W» I^m I ^ TT^TcTT li’ I 


^M’ft’^ ^ftfts ^ 2.2.2000 ^ 3nft?f 7t.20 21/2000 ^ TWT ^ 

^ 71?- ftt inw t TfWr ■gc!^ ^ftt^pR^r ^ Tft^ cTcP TtTcT ft, TftHT cT^ 
^ fftfftn^T WT ^ Ml^*ffRld %5TT v51T 77^x17 ft 3flT Trg- fft? T^ftTP^ei^ ?ftft ^ cTSef 
TrftftjTT^ ^ «2TH ^ ftft ft? ^ ^ ^ T TZtefi r ft ft I ITTfft5f3rft ft fTT 

(vJoJ^ip) TTTtrft ^ ftt 7»m fftiTTT f^TTfft 7T?^ ^ Tjft fftefJTTft TftHUge^ e| ft )eh 7 >J | 7ft 
eft STEZnftr ^ TTFcT Tfft ^ «ftl 

ftt? Wr ft fft> giTr sri’jfft ^ tt^ ^ Tftt ^pwriT alk 

TTFR? TNW ft "TF? ft 1 TTM ftt 7TT8T ?7T 3TT?I7I 7ft ftt fftiTJ tht 

ft ffty ^J^^lfpry gft 7m m ^ cfJTft ft 3T7PT^ ft I ^ STjftEft ft ^ 

aidRfftci fftftETPTTTT ft 1% ^ 3ft7 ftt ftft ft TTFrftt jnW <f>7 7ft ft, ^ftt 

3^7 ■yW^TT ^ ftt ^ 7ft ft I ?7T 1^ JTTfSrapjTft TIB- TTPlft ft fft> ^37fttW3Tt ft> 

3lt7 m9j TTftftt ^ 3JHHlP|cr>, TfftcT ft 3ft7 7^ viTM ft I 

mtorft 71^ ^^ftrr STTT ^7^ ^ TT^ ftftt ft STFnfftcT ^ 7ft TBR ^ ftfft 
jft ^ ft ffttftR fftem-e ^nfM gm Tpj ar^ftftt ^ 3ft7 btp ^ eft ftt ftr^ ft 
inftft^ ^ ft TTHlddl 7ft eZmSUT ^ eft ^ ft I Ifltolft Mcl^ fto ^ ^eRjf dl 

^ W fttft^ gTTT xJTcW eft ftt? ^5^ ^ -^B" fftftTT ftft ft fcf? ufTEr 
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arate ^ BRi ^ alW ’ci^ ^ri vjtqiftd ^ if aiRrf^ 

■^cl^ t I ^ ^3?TTfeT ^ ^ I'i^d ^ ^HTPT ^aMWl ^ 

w «n afk ^ fti^PSii^aRi ai^n-iM ^r >hrtwj ^ ^ 

cra5#»5t afl7 ^ ^ Tf9> ^ wt w?fT t i 

^ ^ ^ ^ f 3TR; 1904, fyTH^fjT McI ^ McRT 5RT W %. 

^ ^ aRi M awfci ^ ^ aiR i909 alk ^ ^ aiR 9000 ^r ^ ^3^ 

e!ri aR^if^ctj fir^ vjci^ fJr^ticTTT? t afR 5^Hra xj^ ^ aif%E ^ 

^ xjfmi t afR^^if^ ir xirm x^) an^ t afR^fEH ^ wsr xrt f 1 

xnf^^ 2nf ift xfr^ ^ ^To xrt xr, urt Mf^ ^ ifr 

atfcW ^ ai^^Rfm afRui^xp SRI xjcxnf^ ^ ^ 

aiRito xjcRft Mxi?nxt ^ ^prut cRFMt afR xnf&i^^ixiJ w ufci t* 1 

aicT: -qsiT- ^ ^ ^ ^T»RUT v3^ ^ # I 

^.1 X3lf>XT T gT ITOR 

(^) ^^0 aniR f^o afR ^0 f^o ^ f^Hf^Ra’^r ai^^ t-- 

(i) x3«fRT ^ an^ ^ aw^ ai^M' xi^r t, ^iteciT ^ 

^ X3^ XT^ xiiT ^ t I ^nRraii^Pdt aimR ^raT ^ xpr cjr^ t 

afR t Rmt ^ ^ ^ ^iiRt t I 

(^) aiTR anxp ^ gidfcRR afR Ao ^ R Ri'Rf^Ra^ 

fM %\- 

(i) ^ ^nRraxi -uiRicpi^^'dlait R xdcR^ f%xn 11^ 4o Rr^ifem xj^ fc^o 

^ ^ ^ ^ aixi^n ^^xTT^ ^ w ^ anwxtxjRcf) ot drr xf^ 

XlxftXiPmJ aiXT^ aif^ TTlRTeT ^ WT g5t t I 







MRir wTTsm; srawR*^ 


(ii) ailSmr #*Rf> ^ ^ ft? T?Tf^WjT«?Rifeft ^ 1999 ^ di^flH ^ ajR ^ 

arraRf ^ ^ ^hr ^ «ft afk ^ ^nf^raJT 4 cfW ^ ^ >3c^ 

w «n % Ao ^ <:ftft<ji<rH ^ ^ ^ arm ^c<tk ^ 

11 

(iii) ^^0 fMf^ ^ f^o ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Wctt 

emn 3 ^ ^ arw ^ ^ % afr? ^ erf^ ^ 

Mq'|vj|Hl4 ^ Sfllf^d ^T^f f^ill W 'tl<Tidl I 

(iv) ^ ^ afffcT ^ m ^ ^ ^irf^RT tor 

VJIMI % <4irq<Piq>aiatt SRI f^RTT HcUd 6ldl 1^ clt i||R|cp|q>dl3lt- 4o 

aRR 4'5'f^^ f^O cTBIT f^O ^ iJlRlS^T ^ ^ ^ 

^^itRT 3TRIR ^ 4o fMfeRT cftf^Wcr^ 1^0 ^ ^TRcT ^T T?^ IRI 3TR ^ 

vJdllS^ ^ 85% ^ aito Sir fiRTT t I ^ aff^RTT ^ ^f 1^ 
^irPTT ^ tfr ^ ^ IR 15% ^ AFRIT ^ ^ ^ 'H\[^ SRR ^ ^ 

I 

(v) aicIFIT W 'l^m< ^ ^ f? % yiRicbIcbctf ^ ^ 3 lfRT 

t ^ ^ >Hi4vj)RAb ^ ^ iiiftaJRidi RwI'H Wi % ^ ^ %r4t^T ariWr 

^ aiRTR ^ ^'t1( M4)d 6^dl ^ f^j 1^0 3PTR §>S't^v>1 f^O ^ ^ ^ <^'<l4l4) 

WT t, ^ 4002.1900 ^ ^ 3TFIRT % I ^ aRR ^ 

’d€4l’'l ^ f^RT \jTR 1 ai^'^ld ^ c^qci aTRIR ^ 

^ f4dK ^RR 'dlf^'^ 1% 5'd'^l ^ 'Jft RcTT -cicldl ^ Wi? ^^3TTcT ^ R^pq- 
?I«2I Rtortt ^ RFIRT^ ^ eTR? Rf I 

2. HlfSlflil't) gRT RW 

Rtoi^ ^ fl^d^ RfM ^ ^ 11% ^ RFRT afk 

eif^ ^ f^V«?leRI ^ JRfRPlM IRT 4t 3IR ^ tl^ \3RRR ^^0 fMfeSR ^ f^O 









[MHI—Terov 1] 


»TOT TTspT^: STOrern’r 
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'di^i-^Tf^an 
t^- irog'-guRI^T 

2653-70442/3/5 
’TTTcf 2643-70010 

TTQ^rt!RJ f^O 

TO 3/1, 

X7JT an? ^ ^ ciic^i <^^^ 

^oalto rTTeftw- R>icrT-R''ii? 

^tnu5 ?zif^i ^ ^ 

^!m 7412239 

^ ’TTfcT 7412360 

(ii) TOf'crf^ gm Tjf ^ argsnR ai^ftq'-frn anerR 

^ ^ 71^ 31^^ RraWr ^ 

^Jcl# ^q^TTT 3fhnRT^3TR^^TFT^TT3n?3TR3n?TT<^ 3TTg5^ 
aniJR vdMcl^ gRRIT vfT^ I 

(iii) ^ g?r f^?ws' ns# srt mu ^ ^ tstr ^ 

wn aij^rer t % ^ ^ ^ arra ^ Tfn 

aft? T5rhr ^ gR^ ^ ^ arfitf^ ^jTj^aft ^ tot gyif ift Rrf^ 

nrfSriPT^y SRT ’Ttft Tf? 0^, ^ iRcJ ^ TOTOT 7ft JfRT fft? I ??T aTRT ttt? ^ amf^ ^ 
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viwVi ^ 3Tr?r^f ^ ^ i sTcrrar ^ 

^ irat^T vdMddy ^pht ^ alk'ii? ^ 

|wHI«(/'d®-^Jl'9 ^ '^Fhj^ '(JT^'II Plf^'iC Wiittitni'?! ^ vJ^cW efj^N ^TTf^ 
^ ^ H*llf&RT ^ ^ ^ fsrr 8IT I ^ ^ ^ Hl(?l«^7-|^t ^ 

20.12.2000 ^ ^ ^^SSTM 3Tf?RJcHT W ^ "fit '^JERT ^ 

WHif>J|<Pdi sfl^ Ei5t ^ git I “^F wg t^n-jrfr ^ g5t ^ l M^Jt 

ggff g^T ggi wig g? t ftr ^rrfSrgg^ giT gfm ^ ^ ^ hft^ g^t wg w( M 
grf^ I F^TM 31^^ # ^ gg n 3^ g|gT% gr^ an^rPtci wg g^t ^ffv^jplt 

gi>FTT % I grtg ^ gi^ ^ ^ ^ggg arp^m g5t gitg ^ gisg g# t i 

(iv) g gg^ aiR g gp'Ht % g[it ■^^gr ■^jggr Tpg gir^ % irrf^igprtt git 

alk f 4 ift tcRST % FTcgfti FF g? gr^ t ^ f^fgte 5NT ^jcTctt ^;ggT 

vj^oTO g^ gjg^ gf % cwif^r Fg ^jjggr vjg^ gpg t I 

FH F^ ^jggr g^r Prgtggii, angiggii aft? i? an^ air? ant i? g^ ?|^r?n g^?^ gt 

# I cwrPt Fg gtgttggr ^ ^ w t^rgtgg> aft? ^cqrggy ^ ?w F?tt ?rf gg 

eg<181? ggrg Wt gg f^tf^ grRtgg^ ^ arj^ gr?^ # I gf^ gig 

% ?i^oc ^ f^gtggi sr?r gtgttggr ai^’<i»M gra^t %, eft ?g ^ ?TgTg ^ggFK 

gg ai^ t I gf^ 1^tf^ gif^rgg^t w ^ 1 f?t ?j;ggT gg ?|eTT?TT f?tM 
ftgg^ gsft git gy? t^gi grrgr grltg gt Fg R+^if^Rdd ? 3 ggT gg ai^^ gi?^ 1^- 

1. ^?g[di Pi^tdepl ^ ?t^ ^ ?jggT g5t m\^ \ 

2. ijg i??! aiR g5t gfg aft? ^?te^ anw gg ant an? anf tf gg f5reit?Tg i Fg nF tt 
ai^^ gi?^t 1^ fty ^ ant ®n? ^nt ^ ^ Rtilci ^ g? Pi5xi f^gi 'gg? gF F^ 
atuTN git air^ vsg^w gi?gr? 1%?f hcpk dtiVi ^ri gig gt 
ftsgr ggj «IT ^Jt?Tf^ t grter^t ^ gjg git angrat git eig?Tf^ aft? ^i^ 





[upri—n^ 1] 




4 


SRT ^ ^ Mf^lf^tT t 3??T: anf 3TR anf Tf SRT 

^ 'Jlpft ajilfiid % I 

3. v3fR5rm an^tnd^ sm an^imt ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^arR ^r Pi^Rsd a?^ f^ tr^ f: 

1. ftcT^ ^irfM SRT 3T^ ^ 3?^^ 7RT f ^-qr cfr cis2m: ^ t ^ 

^ ^ ^ I gcii?>!U||8f ^ R^iT t ^znteRTKifait srt 

a?^M aTB'faraiRd # a1^ v3^ ^ ^ ^ w 

wm % v3^ cT^ ^ ^ cr«2I ?|7t ^ "Rt t 5HT ^RR f^f^cT 

3TfM ^ ^ f^ter ewi^H^d ^ cit i 

2. 3T^ 3T^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 3T«raT aif^mte ^ 31«M ^3^ 

cT^/arf^RiBH ?i%cr ^ fan I vj^r^^wreJ ^ 1%M f^rra^ rtIM ^ ^ 

vJlTdT ^ alk WWRW ^ ?T^ ^r ’ETfUtf cfT 

f^dn<^ HifS-yi ^ ac’TyciTcT ■?H5' % 1% ^jarr^ ciida ^ ^ wtfjj’ ^ 

ww c^ ^3^ ^ ^ ^f adrrad RPTcT ^ ^r ^ i w Pi^td^ 
^ aa^ ift f" tJ^c^ vJifPl ^ ’TRcft^ dHId ^ RP?^ ^9fr ^ 'dlHl'^l *^ed ^ 

^ t I 

3. ■^^cRT ^ JRPa^ afR ^?JxRT %rtefT ^ ■'fT^d ^ ^ ^ feTT ^ ^ t I 

3TR^ ^RT ^ 5^ IfW7 ^ ^ f^cT^ Mlf^-^l d5t afR ^ fcRn RdT % 

aridj^ dRR ait^j^ ^ 3Rdf^d? I^rt ^ d't^d: dijtd dd 

ar^^ # % ^ ^ ^ ^ Tjofd: ^ dR to RNT to^ dK' 

d5t df ^ ^ armR iR dF W W t 3nw 4 JRJd df ^?JxPTT ^fTeRT 
afRidW «ft I 
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4. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t. ^ 

SRT Tfm%i JTPfT ^jimr % i ^ ^ ^ t 

^ ^ilM-frydl 15)T ^ CFI^ g>T ^ ^T ^ 3^17 f?Ivf 

Plilldch'l' ^ 3Tr^Tt^ %I%I?IT ^ t I 

5. aftoT '-fi'dyjfM 3TT^ ^ 'IJCPTr ^ 41^ 

4? 3T^^tI ^ i% l+>)4 ^ 3FT^ '^fcldl^'Mi'i! 4F '5<7t^'y l^<Hi ^ 1% \3EjVl ^ ^ 
tp^r4 4^ sT^ 44r t M ^ 5r1^ f^cd srrf^i^ 4^ i^t 'jtdif^d 4it Tjf cff )' 
f^T'rt’ 4 ^44f ?llfi|o1 y^O 44 '4r474 ^ 4^ f^4l 44l «lfc^ 44^ vltlVl giyi 

tjt^ 3r4f '^5<lc|l 44T 441 STT I 

6, 1%44« 4«1^ ^ ^ 4rTf|:? fcfi^T t 44fr 4T%44^ 4 444 ^ 41^ ^ 

^ HIHci 4^ 4?^ 4174 4R4ft I 4? Sf^ylG ^ 444 !ylS 4^^ 44 5niT4f4 31T^?t4 

^ 444 ■^[41 4)^ '^■^4 1% MlR!|4>iyl 4^ ^ 4T^ ^ M^d 4ff4 cby-il 4Tf^ I 

7, fid4^ 44l ^ 4t4 44 1^44414 4j>!4 WI 31^414^ 44 TTfM 1IT4T | I 444 
3T4f^ ^ 7T4^ 13444 4^ 4T4 4Tf^ 344T4 44 17000 ^ff.44 4^ #41 4 # 1 

(^) ^ XT^03?0 , M^c^'8 ^ f :- 

(i) 314#1 t 4Tf#f441## 4?r 3#- ^ 44 31^4 #44 441 I 44 3T?74ieTf# t 3^17 
?7T4 4?- ,441 4|f 41441 I #1 #4 44 ci44o!Jl 4?! ##4# It^ 443 4l#4 4#1 t • 

44 44^4tpf t cKlI# 414#4 4lte# 4^ 31^-44te 4lf#4# | 1 4441 

314441, #4 44 4414 41441 31# 4414 I I 44^447, ^414 44 41# 4# 44 744 

M#44 #4 411%4 I 

(ii) #44 5(3) ( 41 ) 4 41?1 441 t f# Pl#<v 41#41# 44 #44 (1) # 4?4 47^4 f## 

.3T#44 41 31^7174 4 #l| 444 44 441 4|f 41741 414 441 f# ( 41 ) 7T4R '3444 41 

4#; 444444 sllTl 444 34444 41 7l4£r 4 714#T 317141 ##4 # T#!! c# #4 41 
34417 47 4 ? #4tf# 4 fl 444 f# 34444 47cf U7J14 # 347 71 HT^d #141 441 | 
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W 3n^ ■^' wit'^ ^«rT«fm 3jk 


cT*HT ^ ^ ^ f^TR ^ ?T^ 4 WIT ^ > 

i) tn^^, 

ii) wfri, WPT efPJ sff? 

iii) ^3T?T eTPJ ft:>'(fl WEf cf§t ■^^vSTFrf ^ -«qi<4|fTlrl 3?^ c^> ^ 

;raiR ^ tirfer 3TPIT^ 3lW cf5l$T3 STf^ ^ ^ ct>KU|IR<+) I 

vlM^cW srraETRl ^ ^ FtcTT t c^ 5fc^ ^T 

QldH, ?rf^ 3tt? cpr?WTc*Ri ^ I ^Jli'cl 'g^SSTTcT ^ 3RR 

^ |r aiflrcbr^ cf^t ijot 'H'^f^ c^ sn^rrir Tr 2 jtR ^TFwt ^ ^srjrcT t l crarTf^r, ^r? 

^ "Jit ^ cItT ^ iraf£r ^ ^;^?>3Tr3 aft? aFtf^/atfcW arm Mf^im^"!' ^ ^ ^ttctT ^ 
R? ^ fiFTcTT fT ^rcfnft t yrt^if^l cf?r ■arm ?j?aTT3 c^ ?m arsjcrT aHf^/art^ arm 
af^oTFtr c^ ?rim ?ttct ^ "rerr " g^r Ejft 3fr # i ^ ?qTse cfr^ ^ 

ar^ET |r arm ^ arm ^ ?r? arPrar^ t arm ?ne=Eff at Rfraj-w 

RHTRj cp aR ^ trzrfT3 ?fT?3j m arf^ i wm f^ar^r a? t % a?T ^ 

araiR ir aaf^ attrr^ ^ arf^ I ?r?it ^ 3fcr arm ^ t :- 

• rft?R a?T att Piatrl attRcT 

• 3^ ar^ ^ att ^arraa erpm arar awri^, aft? arapa erracr 
aar caa i 

aFan^ "p; % ■afa ■^ana % f^'aaa ataf faar^’ A' 1^5?Tt ar Ftar wafvi 

sa aTf^aaantr eRc^ 3?ita ca tcra 'STir anavaa> ?a aF aa fct^ f^apa fciata at ar? ^ 
aatar tfjaai aa?raT ataa i actara ara^ a. a?^ aFTra a ■aaaaa arrarr '-itgfri a? f^aara 
^ I afR at^ areferawT arpr t^TRit ararR at "araraa Rtaa" a^ at 
aaa aapt ^ afR ^tr^aacrr a? Far^ ariaf^ a? ^atagr %tt fpm ^ 

a £11 ^ I a atapr tjaaa at aar att ataraa caraa arar ara aa ^aa ^ gfetr a? araR 
aa ar^aR Haiai frtt i 
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(iii) ^ t ^ eIM iflP-fry w w t, ^ ^ ^ 

i[RT ^ oilcjgR y^id f^52iT TTsn t ^ mrh'M cjft armErf^i^ait aiqtcT 
qRdfifidi xrt wcT ^ amicT q|tiidi # i ar^t^RT ^ ^ ^ 

^ tttjt # ^ ^ yfRi % q? T^r ^ qw? ^ i ^i? 

fcFnjT Rdi ^ r^ij^ddi e(RT dqi '(^'d'li qi^fl w ^ '«a^ ^ 

t I W ^3c^ ^dRTT ^ ^ f^ltd ^ RadlR^ 

^c<b cldiv '^jRd PifS'iC Hiftlcdiy) cf^ qTTf Wf aJT I "diT ■gwlRicI cT^Zl ^ 

dlddl didy cbyd ciicfl MIcl C^ fcTq TflS^I M'i-gd cbydl SffddlJ I yltlVl ^ qSJRd: 
STd^W 3Tty ■Tdrf '(I'dHl cf?t d^ fT^ft 3flY IT?' 'cb6l ^TTcTT ^ q^ 

'-fl'jj^dT Pi<Jdi sfr? Pl^ifi'l ^ d^ dtq^ftq y^i qrr dd^di '^'cft dF dd5 Rqi dicn ■!■ 

fddtcRR c)tT Fd ycbiy cf^ yj^Tidi ^ f^ cb^i ^TRI dTi%q I dTq^frd '^■qdi iiy^d 
sTld d dyej dSrrn d?f d?f ^dd Fedo d^tcp d d^fffT d^ dTT TTddft f" 1 6diyi 

3T5dSJ F f^ d?c^ dSrm d? i^fechlui d^ ddTF d Fd Rwifr ^ dfd fdl^ 3T%dd?t dd difR 
arfd F 1 didFtd fFI^ qTftrdd^t ^ ai^d t d ^>w fFddt d, dFd 

dFc^ d^TFT gRT qfgd dddFl t FF 3Tddd dRITj dlf^ PlHfM^d ^JddT dtdFtd ^ dd ^ 
3tt7 ddT Fd ddddt dot dlf^ldd^ F ddFd dRT # ;- 

i) dF dd^r dd 3TTdR Rp RddF^IR d?t fFdd# SiedTd 39 cF dFd d^ dTT 
^ t I 

li) dGITd 39 d^ dFd ddddSTN d? dF^ 3ddTdt dd dlTd dftF ^ddN I 

iii) qarrdF^ ^frrFdrfFd^ dfrdt d 3 Tt?r rf siRnd arid^ i 

iv) 3Tdf F?ft Fr 3TTdT^ d^ dTdT afR 

V ) dFltd gRT ddTTdd dTdT I 

vi) dFdJ^ dejVl gRT 3 Rd d«^tg ddTFdt dft ddTTdd dFdT I 

(iU) d^ ^WddT dd dTfxTdddRTtatf gRT RT d^dd, fcTcRR dftd dcrRl dq f d FRd F 
sftd d% dd ddF dd WTdR, ddTdT ddT F 1^ dgi^ F dddd 

fcFdT FdT F I dddddd. dd fFddd F fd^ fFfdv Flf^ddd d^ 3tfFF tr ddtddd 
dRd dd ddTTd dddd dsrttfdT sfR dddi FTSF dd dTPd dR I 






[MPTl—1] 
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( V') ^ cFiTTW ^irm W^cT ^ ^fTcf3^ # 

(^) ^ Wf 3^7 3wrt^ vSm ch&t ^ sft i 

(^) ct5^4 4IC'1 'l^ ^3TT ^ I 

(tt) ^ ^ ^cb'HH ^ |3TT t I 

(IT) gjffefcT 3fr? arf^ cp #Ef cpt^ chKUIIc+Tch ^ ^ I 

(^.) 3TTT^ cT^ ^ ^ "ffW ^ ^ t 

f^itrtcra3/jratw vjefm gr?r ^ ct«t^w^ sfR f^'HHcT ^ ^ cpt ^rgr^ ^ 

f^w ^ t I 

(i) 3^o?o ^ t ^ ^ 1^3Tr^y^ 

i fif ^ ^Fi^ vJTWcT % cTF Jim4)iicn c^ ^ t ^ 

3nf*iwrtt^ ■3^aif^^T?a^^%#i^r^tteFTTjf?TP^fM3T«w%TO 
vjMilVi fJbq/ ■OTT ^(?5c1l % ^ '(^■ci'il 0lc^ oZjfSrI ^ feP? ^c|b''6H ^ ^ I wi(t)q5i^) ^ 
^ llir PltllRff ^5^ 3TTgW^ t iJlf^-jit gT^ 7frcr%r ^ JTgrT Cf^ ^ 

^T??T<? ^r ^Fi?w git ^JTFTT t 3tk cfczr c^ gTcIv^ ^ gi^ 

'tJTj^l MtJM piV*^ <!||c 41 m<51 ^ gtg^ftg Rlf^cl [^ill ^ I '^'<il g cJiy^ ^ y^K^I wfrl 
'{j^Ti'ii if HifS-gi ?Wt r^'iichi wgVi Pi'j'i'iJ W ^ f^ vj'ioi 

f^'^ f^^l vilT 'MOiai 3FCTRT ^ 'JHcjidl ^ 3ff7 3T?|£rT ■'Idrl Piujii Mgxll 

gn WrTT t I 

(ii) gmrg ^r ^r gi? ^ srigr^ g^r gtg^ ^ngT ggr t gRfrfR 

^<llRccn TTTJ^ vJi^el gRT '^tgifeRr 3TTg)% iff f' gff '?RgiT^ '3Qd*£I kjch 

f^V|gl1i)g)iy g^rTT^ 3fr7 JTgi'H'H f I 3TrT: t fcp Wlf^Jchl^ g^T 

?WT f^fel^ui gPf ^ ^JggT TJgTg gR=ft xnf|n? 3^ f%%g3 ^ gtq^ g ^TTTT^ 
gfTZT I 


3866 GI/2001—3A 
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(ti) 3rfq> ^ aft? ^ 

fVilo ri ^ rT fi&i? t :- 

(i) ^ Tpn t Plf^V IJlf^chl^l ^ ^JEFTT %f%I ^ 

^ TRET ^ tFU i fcT^ ^ ^ mrr^efr f^mrcTcfr c^ 7(1) 

3ff7 6 7t^ t I 

(ii) f^ ^ ^ t f^ ^ ^jrrr^Ri 

alW f^%?TT7^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ I 

(iii) f^d- "d '<HI\Jifdch '^'icii^ cFi 4t^?R yycj^ dejVi ci^ fc| 1 ^^ ct>6i an f% 

^ yij'lcwi ^ ^ TjcFn 51^ ^ I ytr^nf^cT ?tcF^ ^ tf^^n 

311^ 7^ (lFt4) ^ cf^ ira fcTar aiT fcE ^ RFT^ 

yii^chl^ ^ 3r5^ THRT TJtRT ^ I ^ 3Tm^ TT^ cf^ 

xfiM cm cf^ TfsRT ^ i^r^ t I 

.(iv) f^RHT 5 ( 3 ) (^) ^r ^ TTETT t !rn%chl^ ^ ^WR (lj cF5 cTfR JTf^ i%7ft 

3TTcmR R’ 'TT^rrmr r cb^4 ric^ cd^Ri mR mm t% (m) rhm Bmnm m 

yyc^ 3 cM Idcnl 5RT dRvi oTtcimm m TrsfET R rhc^r srarm cfft" TftRT mtm m 

STimN R7 TT^ f^tllRcl R m WR STTRRR TTTc^ dCJTR 3ft7 7^ M'(^d f^TRT RRT I 

( 7 ^) 3TTRRR R RRtT TEeRT RaTTctmi 3ft7 RRliRdl R?r RTIr R ^ RTTR jftR RF 7RR R^T 
RaR R R^^ ^ ^ ^ f^FR ^ RTR R RRRcT RTSR R 

^ RTRR, 

^r) RTFT RT^ FT, .#7 

C^ ir^ RTF! RRJ R?T fcFmft RPR Rft ^JRBTTTT RR RTraTl^rr RFR^ RT fcTR FR FR7R ^ mf&d 
3TTRTrfT 3fR R^faJm STfR RT ifiR RPIRTIrRm RRR 


3866 GI/2001—3B 






[»1FII—1] 
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(v) arf^ 3fr7 iftwum^ ^ ^ ^ 3?k ’rotMcrr 

>5«*c^<^l3^r ^ ^ 3r5^-5.3 ^ till^cil t I ^ Jdl^HMI- 

^TPT^ ^r thTcr ^ ^ >h^ 1^ 4 ift ^jgpjT w err i ^ 

^r ^=Tc^ g5t ^ «fr fM^r ^ ^^!;smT 

f3"til'll 'jTT^ ^ %, 'd'M ^ ^ic; ^ ^dcrliifl IRR ^ ^ETR *1^ f^^ll ^ 

'dchdl I '3'lcH ^ Ruiil ^ ^l'<l 8.62 'dMrl ^ I 


(vi) J1ffx(cji(cbTl'i SKI vJliti cJR^ ^ iliil'jl'lis}' i^iJ'i'hM ^ 3ft? J|(>id 

#1 3TTWr ^ 'HdRid '^JxRT 31jHH't 3l(tllRd |r 3ft? f^T^t 3T%^ UTW f^g?UT 
t I 


(vii) ??T ?cr; U? ^ TORT ^iRlchldhrlt RN ?M R 3TOTcT cf^t ^JTOT 

?rcbf?ld ^RcTT ^STTcTT % RRpfRT ?J5T TOT t I EFR^ TO^I, T3?rR f^Rn t 

% RRt Rtcfr ciTt ^?JTOT3Tt R ?r»ft WtRjJ TOTRT ^fft ^? 3 TOT TOfiffcT ^ ^ t I 

(viii) TO RfRro t illf^cbf TOT? cTt?^ ^ TOTO R TOt ^ ^ 3TtTO^ ^ ?9'; TOR 3ft? 

^^fTOr to^TOtrr To TOtR ^ Rtto 5(3) (^) toTORt TOTOe TORro^ to TO 

fTOTOTO vSiddI t T3TOTT cT?^: fTOTO ^ TOt 8.31 ^ 3T^?rT? ^<3 |TOmI ^Id^cbt TOTO 
toTO tT ?q"^ ^ R toTO? fTOn TOT t I 


(ix) rtoM ITOTO R TO fTOiT TOT # TO TOTOe: TOTOtt^ TO TOtoTO ^ TO 
d'd>!d ^ TOST R ?tg^ TOtT TO%? | ^ R RTtoTOTO Rf jJH I cIcfl TOtoT 7(i) 

3ft? TOto 6 TOTtT ^ I 


(x) ?TT TO cTievMi "tnTO TO fTOr to^TO TO etTO 'JTOr gT?T TOTORr ??5 t tot ^ cT,toi 
TOstr to toRtto fTOTO, fTOiTO TO? TORwr ci^ ijiTO: TOtRRt f i 

(xi) % TOTO^ TOtefr ^ ?n- TOf^ch ^gror^ cR TOro TOcj toto TO 
fTOtwT R ctot rt To to toTOtt totRt to gcT gron toto TO i toTO TOtTOTO 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


PabtI—Sec. 1] 


^ (ilM) ^ git 

fcrafT SIT g? gpFftg f^rf^ inf^rgi]^ ^ ^ ^ttgri w=t gi^ i 

fH 3TTggit 't^fgd chy-ii gi^ giW g^f g^if ^jtHi g^ f^ioft t' i 


(xii) g? ggtgr ggr err g^itg g 'g? gif^ gg amiR g?f P i «!t)T ' ;t1 

3isjTg 39 cF) g^ g^t gg arEurg 39 ^ g?g TTgxjg^arR ^ giffeig aiigidt gg 
gflg afr? 3ggR, ggrgif^ gi4'gfPig) ^ attHN g? aggig art^, atgi ^ ^ 
sggrgt g?f grgr 3ft? g^jtg ^rt gggf^ grgr, \jiitg gRi sgg g4t<g 

gg^stt ^ ggngg g^ gigr f^f^rgtgr ggigit ^ grg 3ltY ggt ^ gr^ ^ gtg^tg 
^ t I g? 3r5^g t grgpttg f^rfe mf^igg^ git g^ git ?g grg ^ 
ggg gRgr gTf%g % g? gig g gig gtRtgg ^gni 3rgtg=ttg 3ggR tr sR^d gi^ 1 

(xiii) fg^ PiRfcci grf^rgg^ gf »ft arjgg l^sgr eg % ^gigr ggrg f4i ggr g^ 
g ^ gjg^ g f^gg g^ i^ifg aftg ^ g gg 

\dM>!lckiijgR gttnflg ggg ^ giigg gggr ej 1 ^ijgg?i fg grg^ g ^g gg^ gr^rg 

ggt fgcg g I fg g? gt giiRT gifg f^i gicjvjintg^ gii^d gg grm grrr g^tcr 

^idi g f^i gg^ 'Tsfrg g grogtg gg ggr ggg gggg ggt ggigr 1 3 IcT: 

gg igggg g f^i ?g gjg^ w grg g^t fg^rg ^ ^ 

5r?g ggt ^^gr i srg: gign ^ sgerR gg ^ grgef g^ grrg grgrtg wg g^ 

ijRRg g 


(xiv) gggRigtg g gTl%giTgigt ^^gRt gtfcTg^ RTrf^gi gu;^ gg^ gRtR grg ?rgxT angrg 
gtgfft srrgigf gg fcRgM gR^ gg grgr grgt g i yglggi g iggg^ ^ RidM g, 
2001 g^ g^fgrg gg gtleRRt ^ggfgggi gg^ iir 4 gg ^ oggRT artgigt g^ 
ygg grg ctt g 1 ggrarR 1900 grr g'lc^u-s gr rgt' gcbMid aggicT ^ sir g^r 30 arggg, 
2000 git 43.68 ggyg wfri fch'tn, git fggtcr gitgg yg f^rgr ggr gr giarfch grl^giTgigtstt 
g gt^y^ gt 38.93 ggg yfrr %gT git fg^id gitgg gg 3ggT?r gpn ggitgi g i 





[HPTI—'Btwc 1] 


TTSm : sraTORot 
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(XV) 3Tfcr%m. aTTTTRT 3Tt^ ^ ^ t, ^ 

P l f^ t ^ ^ 7Tf 'i^PlfVTyd ^ afTWT ^Tf^ ^ t ^ clc)HPT 7irf%pPT 

tjtct ^ ^ 3T«T^ ^r 5Tf^ t I ^ f^ratcT ^itPcT tld^ 

Fc^«T 5T1^ grT piffv ir^ITT fto W t I 

roCiT filytOT ^ ftHlcri^d 3Pt^ ^ # ; 

(i) TT? 1% cr)|'<c)i4 3TT%2[P cfT 3TTOT? ^ ^ 3T5Ttcr JTR^TcfT vtIItI 

4%IIH ^ ^ HTETTcT ^Ifxlepiconi gRT f^RSd 3TP^ WS cfT WTH ^ ^ ^T 

^dldl 7^: ^ 3ll^cn cPT RdRI ^ | cf^cTR STTETR W WET ^ cFR q-fl Plf^k; 

sft c^f^d PTWT^Eft yrf&^TT^ gr^ WEI HW P EJR^ cfiT^ Wt 3T^ cf??' HT^. # I 

(ii) 1%^rfep ^ ^ tor# 3TEZIT^ 39 CR cTfP cf?r W ^ t, ?7T grt CT^ WHlf^Icbdl cR 
^ ^ lOTR 3T^£j CRT wrr«r B^r h w wl^icRiWr sff? ^ # Prf^id mf&cRT^ ^ 

^ t I 

(^.) tth) ^ ^ Pt T Hi^faa f :- 

(i) Srf^chi'Jl gKi STq-d ^JcTdT c^ \j1c|I« 1 4 A'd'<^ TTPi TRTlf^TT^Z^ ^ cR^i % fcR dtllH 

SKI f^TP STRTTrr 3TTcR>$^ fcRcTRT fcRW PW ^ p 3TtcR^ a'SH f^PT PP "t, pft 3TFcP? 

ptP^pp^1^ppf3flVPFf^ clK-df^cR 3TTcR% W PP # I 
Plf^TcRT^ P PIPT WcpEIP CRT ERTt} f^TPT # 3#T TRT^ fcT%TT aRJ^EJ cR PcHHch cR f^d^fTT 
^T^cR ^T^PPT i^pft I PF y^vHl 3TRrPT 3TPPtpT, 3T'J'^ 3ft7 PTPPT ^ I PF WP JTT^Tf^TcR 
PTTP ER t^Rft f^^ld CRT 7PPTP 1^ Pel ^ # I f^Tl^ PTf^TcRT^ PP Plf^ 

PF F^ arfP Hlf^d pPRIcdp p^ 3ffp 3PP PP f^PRjft PRP cR dlRdcb' 

^gpplt PTT dlchl I crI^ 3Tfr)d 1^PRP (cRt; f%pT Rhi?I cpfcMMd ^gpPT^ PT P p I 

(p) #FRf dlf^lPi ^ P>gra>Tl l % %PT f :- 

( i ) ^RFR^ PTfPpR ^ ^ cRFT t illfrlcblcRpi P^ PTfrPRT 31^ sfR ^ 

3fR PF P'^cJ P£j1 d SKI ^ P^ '(^Pdl P^ PW^rTT PP 7TTPTPP d^ fchpi PPT PT sfR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


mRu||a^ 1995 t^RTcTr c$ ^ t 3fr^ ^ aft? 

3TtoNl^ t I 

2 . gRT ^itra 

Mlf^chl^l i^cb jnTT^t uiTiN fdV ■yiFFcnicDTii gRT 3F^ PSfi ^ 

3pfm%i ^?jxRT ^ ^ if f^rl^r^ 3t^£i ^ cfR^ # I yift345i^ ^ msjpf sfR 

^ Pme'^ ^ i?T%cEr5t ^ cf «n^ 4 f^f^iH flicR^ petr ^ ^ 

3T^^t^fr ^ 'iff cfR^ ^ I yif^lchl'^ MICiylEff PiilHNcfl ^ ^ ExyN RJrT 

W ^ 1%cT?^ PeiT ^ 3FftiFfr?I 'iJiRjchl/afR 

^ t cfR^ ^ tT^ cFT ^MHil ^FRRJt Rt t I ^ 

'H*1M 3jlY 'Mdd ■^n'7 ^ ^(Mdlill RT ^ 

WN yif^dbl^ ^ WET 3T^ E^ fcTf^rW 1%cl^ ^eft ST7T 7]T7 3T^£ft ^fR 
jrjp^ WTcT ci arfcTRcRT wet WW cF?t W ezhR ^ TRlfr tt^ 

3Tlcrf^ ^^JET^TT WTRay cfRT^ 1%ET^ T7W t 3T^£T ajT EUt^ ^jf%cT f^ElkR EH 
wft %cR^ lEfffr 5r?T wn^ ^wet ^ett w wh i ^ ^ ir nrtor^ gR^ t % 
f^ET^ ^ar, 3TaffrT Wr TRERT^t^, f^TFFT ^TJEFTT 3fR EZjf^ERTrT ^IjHcll^ cF^ 3T^ET 
%in «IT, Efn R ^ETR 'HIcJvjlPich IHT^ W f^arw ERRT EHT 3WTR erh SJT «Tf^ c^jfg^j|d 
V'l ^ "i^IT 'ft hW ft^TT W SR I Rsnftl, Erofft fH 3IWT spT aPTHT WR Rsn S|T ’Rtnfft 

1%cR^ RSI ft?T |3TT Wlf&cbl^l ER IRH WRRR Wllft efteft 3TTEftERT ^ I 

yil^lEbrft ETF WT EFRft f chfrIMiJ Reft s[T^ EjaiT Pl^fftd fftfftw W wftf 

SRfttrfttR ^EJERTT Reft Rft RWT Efft Tyft aft 3 fR ^nftvjlPlcb RR^ ft R5T RRR aR 1 

WEben fftETROj R3f eft wgrR ft ftwft TTfft TRft%T^ ft RifT ft ffti ft 3TftfftTET 3Ttwftt Eft 3RTTR ft 

ETEft ftft gft ft Rftf ft afftr ft o!jfftftJ|d ^gRErrft Eft fftlR ^jRf^JEI R# ^ l RlfftEPlft 

EI^ RTcT rTe: RRcT ft fftr WTftraETT^rrR ETSriElifed wft 3TTR7 EIcH cT? 2J WIEftt srftTRfttEJER Efft #RT 
ETRi, fftfftw IftET^ Reft ^ \JMcTO RRTft RR ft I Rftc| TJIJTr ^fR rY^R^ Eft Rffttftt fftftTETEH 

ftrft^ Eft fftlR EF^ WRtft ftift ftWdRft RfftET eTTRET eft Rift ft ftlM-ftil ^JERT ftRTft Wftf 

TRftl^R^ Eftt RW3 Rftt Eftt W cftftjfcb R 3TW^ RtRfttR ft I EtYe^ fftuft cfttRET Efft Eft^ 





MTOITWTFJTO : arortJRW 
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[ITFTI—75P>T 1] 

^ ^ ^ cFt^ ^Himfr cp «n^ ir ncf?^ t ^^^nrrVft i 

ammr^ Srt is^t ^ oyQViJid '^h<^i 4 ^ aT% 3ft7 srf^ ^ f^#?uT cF?t 

;in^ if eft, to to 'Wtol ^ to t I "ffTTTTft ^ toRft 

^ WT^ if aritot ^ ^j^TcTORTT ^ ^ ^ qar cfft ?rcft ^ if x^)cbicie to ato 
I a?t^, tofb iit IT? ^ “ifr to tor # tor tor tor?T m i%Eto, ^ torcft ir 
ifm ^ to ^ ^rm ^ w ctor c^ to ^ 'H^ctr’^uf ^rpr^r t, toj toft^r ^ toto 
toeft arttor ^ arrerR ^ tor w t to ^ ^ ycf3R ^rft ar^ toft if ftot ?rf 
^ to ^ viWeiij to t I 3rcT: itotor m ^tpht ^ % rstof «rw ^ to ^ 
f^rrTsj^ to ^ tor^ ara^ to tot tor mtot?ft ftoft eft ^ gft aft i 

aref: itotot ^ tr^ ^trrtt t to«r<g ft to aftto to 

tor to tottot ^ to to ^ttot tot anetorT eftt t i tortot ftt to 

MidHfttJt toft if ^ toto ^ ar^>H^^ tor ^ t i 

#^tto ^ 3TPJTcT arttor tot ^?j=Er^ ftoft to fto^ to ft a^^ 
ejT, 'ftt4t^ftft ft vjijd^r to citot eft I erto tottoatoRT ^ arato arto, ^ toer ton 
i^c«p an^to ^ aneiR totom ton nnft |f. totoftanto^ ski nrrft' ton nft ^ i 

totoi^ nf ftt to tot |f to n? tonr nm t to to to ^^^^ann fftnn 
5 ( 3 ) (^) ^ aT^nrm ftototn afttot ^ anenn nntotototo ifnrtoft totot n? to 
tnvft ^ to ntor to jy'pvnid if cbito artocF nmn, n^f^n: nm ^ arfto^ nn nnm eim 
tofto a i f^eh i ^ to nrsn, to aftn ^Trnwnn nr^^ ft> to ft new nntor to ^t^rorn 
^ to ft to to WTT w aftn tor -^^fviTW wtot tot wntot ^ nr^^ to ^ 
^ ^ mtotot ft ton 5(3)^)ftt ar^wn wtoftt to to njww to eft toto tot 
nrtot ft to?TT ton uttctt t 1 


to nep to| torn ton Iftfftn fftnn^ neft ^ nran afttot to neneto aftn 
arH i nt ( <!hd i nn ton t, nfttotot ft fftton nenm nto aftn ftrft ^ nm afttot to 
nftton ton t 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pakt I—Shc. 1] 


1 wn mc»w 

^ Ao mn f^o m xpra^ttiro firo gm 


i. h i ( 5 i »i^ a ^ ^ w Pi 4 iid 4 >V'i<^i<i'^ ^ A ^ 

<5^dldl'Hl sff I cl«nf^, ^ f^rate 3lk 

^ ^ w Praid<b ^ ^ n 3^ t I f^RTcTcfjf ^ 

Rlf^ ^ ^ ^ n 3^ ^ ^ # I f^PSlWi 

A ^ 3fk ^ f^toftci 3FHPTr t aftY Hitof^ 

R?cg^ ^i;;jRi ^ ^ ^ i -qtM Piifidch ^ ^ ^g^Ri ^ 

^ ^ WRT >t4l4jR *»ft tor t, cTsirfil ^ ^ ^3^ ^sr 

"zi? apjot ^ am^ ^ I 

ii. ^0 wn ^f^f^FTT XT, Tfr^ ^ MHidcfl xj^ 

^ ^ t aik ^RR ^ "Tf^ ^^jtRn aFjot, am^ cwr^- t i >3^ 

^RR f^lRiT TRT arffMk X3^ 3PTtxi%i angR xr ^ ^ ^ 






[MFTI—•«nar 1] 


MTOTWtram: 
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iii. ^^0 wn W ^ srt ^;nr!r ^ ^ 

^ 3TmR ^ 'c5M<H«l 'If!^ t 3lW^ 1^ ^3^ 

^ 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fcRJT % I 

iv. ^ ^TPT^ ^r ^ mRuiih foR^ HH-fliJ >3rarcR SRI ift 

^ sft ^ «ft. W f I 

V. f^Micn 20 R'ti+^x, 2000 s>t arrw s?t rir ^ 

w ^ ^ ^i f^mRu^k wns fit wi^^Ih t 

M ^ M afk ^?wtr i> ST^ ^ w ^sirt 

t....“ W i^c^Jd t xreripi 3IR ^ ^ 3fl7 ^3RTS ^ ^ 

wf^icT # I ^renf^t, ysRiScft ^ ^ wm M?ra? ^ ^ ^ % 

«llv>1IX ^ 'ti'^tl ^1 criqc>1 RR ^ Pl^lcia ^ ^ 'Jll'fl TJW 

XRT 3IR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^?JERT 1^ I 3T^ ^3tR ^I 

^ f^TRTJ^TR vj< 7^<9 fchtll 

''?t^ 3 jk 3 R|^ ^ TfTOT.TraR (^it^ cRIT 3 RT ^?Rl^ 
^ ^ ^ f 3TK 1904 (>ftW ^ ?|5t ^ ^ ^3^ RR f^RcT 

^ 3 ttt;? # r 

Rplrf^ ^ ^?^TRT3TR ^ 3RI f?lRRt/M ^ ^ ^r ^ ^jeRT #P eft t ^ 

Rniftl^ ft ^ cTCZI gft ift 5Rj^ ^ f^vin # fft> w ^fEnRT3TN ^ ^TR ft^ ^ I 
fft^fej SRT fcRT W 1ftR^ IftRft 3fR ^3^eR 3nft7T SNT ^ t #7 
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2IF ^ ^ ^ I V f^, PlR'C 

^ m om (f^. WTT^, ^ ^ 3JERT ^ cW 

3IWeR ^ W t I 

viM^fkl ^ MRu i H'^ !R? q , ^;eRT ^ ^TNte ^ mRi^IHI ^ 

^ ^ HlfSl^ ?lRld ^ '?TW ^ t I 

Vi. URT ^RR ^ ^ 3TRT 3?^ ?I? t pRltcl^ gRT v3R^ 

^RJJT^ "Rt ^tRT sfR MV^Nc^l R)f^ Wrf^chl^t ;gRT HPft TRft ^?J£FTT ^T WT^t 
3RRt I 

^) tpT^ ^fr^ ^ Rnito ^ Bcqr^ eiFRT ^ 1^ 3ft3 ^ Rmr t 

ifr- Ph^I crp 3Rpft ^ ^rsR wncT pro ^ 3 jr t I 

(75) pt^ ^ f^Tlkpj ^ 3P4 ^HIHR ^ 7m ^r PRf^raj pm pRuiihI qt^ttr 
T irw^f P5t ^ -p^ ftfM ^r w[ Bt% 741 pjR tor t i ^prt p? "p? t 
Tfl^ i?Tnj7T3TR p5t IJ^I wm ^ P>P PP^ t I 

Rntoj STT^r 7T»ft 7ft4t 7«IP P7 WRPR ^ ^ \iPcW PRPTP f 1 

?P PlRoci Plt^PP^ ^ P|4(ld«p P^ Tnft l^p5t 7lt4t 4> ^3PeW PRPT^ PP 3T^^ PR^ 

# I PuPt ^ ■PT?P? p^r p5t p 4 ftp?! cTm P7P^ p 4 «fl prfr ^ ptp p5t ^rnp^t ttpippi 
^ ^ Tfl^ ^ Tn?pj P^cTmP7^1^3l^^ PTtP7^ #,PSRT^ ^3PP TIT^ 

p?t sfiTRT crm fan t 1 TmrPl, Rrf4^ pitei^ P?r pmr ^r f^ pp 






[viTTi—-jjtiir 1] 


MRH w 
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31105cm qsycl 'ti*io 'ti41 ma ^ «licl ^ eztr 'II^I ^PTF eVii I ^ 3r^ '^i'005ci^ 
witeifM ^ ^ ^ ;rtoT ^ I 

(’T) PloIao> 5RT rT^ ^RH ^ WST ^ ^ 3T^^ I ^ STJ^TR 

^ ^ W t W( ^ WI ^ Wf^ ^f5t v3cWT 

cTFT?r ^ ^cHT I i^Rbf^ih ^ ^f «TT?^ ^ ^ 3n^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ xjc^ w 8 it I fiT iiF wn # f^: 

1. 'Wse HifSiihi^) ^ ;tn1^ ^ mRuhhI ^r ^ wj\ # trp initjf? Tpt 3iW 

fta5t ijta ^ «Jt I jnter^ ^ ^ ^ # ft? ^ ^ 

I yi'ifilfli Pie^eil ^r f^ wr vdcMKH cIFTcT ^ ^ePTT WT m ^ ^JScTT 
I 

2 . Cl<?lli^ SfR RoIa05 ^ OIVJIK ^ \3HC1«4 'T^f 

^5WJ t cTeirPt ^;?T^ 3fr^ t^RltcT^ % ^ WI cIFTcT ^jft ^;eHT ^5^ 

I 

3. Gldlf^ pRlW ^ ft?f5t ^ WI vJcMItJH c^FTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ % 

■pRrf^ra? ^ sniRoj('<| ^ ■'q^'0'11 (f^a5t ’fRTzr chhici) 

vJH<n«i ^5^ ^ 'ti+1511 ^ I 3TcT: Pl^Rib ^ RRte MiRihl'?) ^ ^FfW 

VJHCM«I 05'<qi'^ ^ fl?j5t ^ WRI ^ '3?TI^ elFTcT ^ f3|W ^5^ cfJT 

ftRIT # 3TSJ^ ^^CHCI: . RoRo? RR'iC yiRibl'5) ^ 3T^^ I ^ 3I^qT^ ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part 1— Shc. 1] 
^ 3I^l«TT 5RI ii ^ 


4. f^^srtcray 5RT ^ ^ ww artip^ fipr 

3imrf ^ # I ^sraftj ^ ^rnct ^ ^ Prtrfcfr T#y ^-4 [r 

t cMTf^^ ^T^irR 4 ^ #1 3RT: ^ PlR'ki Hl(S|tf)l'51 ^ 

pci’ll cf>y^ ^ JPTRT ^ <!h'(cl ^ Pi'^ STTOTT ^ 3ri^j% 

^iJcHail # I 

(tr) ^ ^ ?»T ^ ar^^i ^y^ f 1% sri ^ sfk 

vcJMddJ ^ WfT^ # I FT PiRte yiPlcW^) ^ ^T2I ^ 

Pratd^ 5RT ^ >3^ ^ 3R4t5jy?f ^ Wr # i Prytcroy ^ ^Str 

^ yyf^ gyypr sTem ^ ^!fy^ ^ 3lW 3 tw? ^ «tht 

■qif^k; ^ -^Rqi 'MSqVl ^ iffRTfFT ^ ^ 'd*lH '^RT I ^ R^Rl ^ 4l«P ^ 
^ ift ^ FT Pfy^ W ^TTWT t ^ WE[ ^ ^3^ ^JCRT 
cfjvMi ^ I T(t^ TR Wcf vjii'^ qi<^ srray^ ^ ^ f^y^ w% qi«^ 

^ ^ yyfT^ 'd^sfq Ptq^dq> si'd M6cl viqn ^J^RT ^ q^qci 'Jilti 

^yw ^ I yjR PratcRy ^ ^ ^ ^y^ t ?fr ^ ^ ^ v3^ t i 

FT FfT 3fr ^y^^ 3T^ I ^y?^ f I 

VIL ^ Pr^fey 4o ^ ?^^^n?RcT w ^ TT^ ^fSt t afk 

PrapRy SRT 't41cr>K ^ Phdi qqi ^ 5^1 PrapT^y ^ ^J^TR 'dMci<*4 ^rj'd^ 






[<m—igp»y 1] 
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^ fcHf atfrf 3jq'HX JRR 4>IX“I *1^! ^ ^ Q>l4 

3P^ Njrtrj^cri fW ftcW5 W ^ ^JR 3PRR t I 3IcT: ^ 

^ ^ jn'iPra? Pivirf^ui ^jotcT: ^^rratftRT t afk ^ 

3iiq5tqq>di t I 

VIII. to ^ w ^r tor ^ ^ ^twt 11% ^ w ^ f^rf^fes tortot 

^ 3N% 3TT^5% MX^a ^xdl 1^ I ^ qqilcl vic^'iJl f^qi STT ^ ^ 

^irrer ^r a^r str ^ fto ^tofr ^ artto to ^ t i tor 

wr -qHai ^ 1% to? ’ft ^ ft ^ ^ ^ ®fT cr<|^f^ RT’RT f^qx^l (ftr^ 

toft ft ftto^T tor^ ^ ft fto w ^ to ft? ftt rp; to f i 
? p fftfto jnftorft ft to ftoto trt 3tk ^ oTPm ^fft 

tor ^ ftr 3Tto ^ ^ • 

wipgH Itom ^ ft P>Hf?if^d artor ^ ^ 1!^ • 

i. toft ws^ ftow^ fto wn ^ftorr toft srt ^rr ijto= OTto ?Tcrr 

^?pfTT to ft t toft ^ w w ft % fftfto jnftoft 

^ ffttocp gRT ^RR ^ 3T5^ to toto cfto ^ ^ i tof^^rto 

xiHM ^ ffttor tor ^ 1toW ^ vtcr to ^jtot ^jert 
fto to ^ ^7^ fftto tor # i fft?to7 ^ to fftfto mftoft sr[ to 
^fTfT^’jtoto ^ RRSR to ffttoch ft fto ft^ tor i 
tofto, tor 3T^ ffttoftf ^ ftf to ^ RRI5I7 gto ft fto 







[MFTI—-gRg 1] 
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stt I ^ virmr % 'Hihm ^ ^cr^ f^rqn 

6(8)^ arj^TR Wvui f^iT^rr w '^mn t i 

V. iJPlii^H 5RT 1%^ "fT^J Mcff ^ ^ i> ^ TjTJT cT^f5 ai't41cPl4 ti 

^ ^ ^ ^ t ?Tt Hgctl'iui ^ TTHct ^nf^chl^l ^ 

6(8) 3T5^ ^ ^ W?T Tnf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^idT f" I 

vi. era? M ^ 3HT 3RT?iM f^ij^dchl ^ t ITlteT^ ^ 

MWlf^d Tltor ^l5t affcR ^ MRuiPfl ^ ^ ^ I 

(^) <to ifftzlN gd i vc^^4) if^.aimf.ant. ^geft ^ 3 t^#t ftn? f : 

i. ^0 tjpp:^ w.anr.OTt, ^ v3c^ f^ t Nj^ ■^^ 

2000 if 22 ’fto ?FT f^ratcT t 3lk ^ ’THT ^ ^cqT^ ^ 
<hR| 'T^f '«q)«fl % 3lW ^ ({(^dl ^ 71^ ♦ig'tj^'d 1^ 1^ 

^dl'Wl^l'J) ^ W 3TR 3TT^|M ^ eRT^ ^ ^ 

^ ^r 5ig^ iJie«fji ^ ^ ’ft ^ % I 
Hq>c^ ifr ^3TR Plnf^l^d filnf ’ll? ^ : - 

i. ftfM 7^ IRl^ ^Idli'H f^l'dt ^ ^ ^ 1999 ft ^Jc^, 3FT^ 

afk ars?^ rf ^ amftt ^TWfrsrR ftiw 3i«ftc( TT?n?^ 66 ^ ^ t 
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^ JTTJtT WHT 328 ^ t OTT 'fTTW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ aim ^ 3TN% ttIHTsJ ^ ^1 

ii. Tf.TJH.WI^ ^ ^ 1999 ^r ^ ^ ^ 

Wh 840 SR^ «Jt, ^ ^f?RcT ^ araf^ 

^ ^ I ^ 'tl«i«€( ^ ^ R^fci ^ ^ I 

iii. 77T aral^ ^ Wm ^ ^ ^^^\% ‘^m i5io- 

1591 foiVf^UlO ^ 4)^ % I 

iv. ^ fMR ^ fcR 15.6.99 (l999 ^ cft^ fcRl^) T?^ 65 ^ 

^ afranf^ ^ 1420 f^f^ino eJt I ^ 

^cloft ^ 1^ R^eRTt ^ W Xf^ 65 ^ 1^ W^ 

aiM^ flfiJiRT ai^^ arf^RjcR 5 % (arcitf^ 1349 ^ #rt 

sft I ^ ^ ^i^v4 (ai«rf^^ xf.TfR. aita ^) aPT «?7t 

^ # I ^ 3F?i xjftrinf ^ ^ ^ wu^ XT7 ari^ 1^ I 

V. 1999 ?WT ara^ 1999 ^ ^ IR^ api% 1300 

tciVf^O (51^ ai^J# ^ ?l^) H«IT 1480 lelVtorO ^ ^ afSt tR 
WfciPlf^ 1116‘X’I ^ ePDFI 50 ^/+ii6 ^ Rail ^ % I5H aiq ^ ^Ivjiqj! ^ 
RTW xjJt f^frl ^ I 

vi. X7.XR. gitRcff T^ ^eRT RRH xJjT Wh ^ RW) ^ 

aiRR XR ^ RR^ftR 4HR ^ MIC'I lift Rfe<lcl ^ VllPlel ^ XI#t^ cr>KU| 






[HFTI—■«n>¥ 1] 
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^ ^ eft 3fk ^ ^ ^ 14 m ^ 

FTT^ l^raftr ^ ^ ^d-ft^ aft 1 

vii. wft 2000 cMT 2001 ^ ^ftTH ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

viii. vdM'^Ickl gft ^ f fft> kjPic^H wft^ ^ 3TF3^ 

fnr TJxr TJ^ 3TR T47 MIcHM ^ ^ Mll^lchlft ft ^ 

'»TR?T ft ?Tnft ;r5?j TTT?2^ ft) ^ ftt fft^ 1 1 

ix. ?IT ^ WT^ ftt ft 1ft^ ^ ^ ITPT ft fftr^ ^ ^ ^ 

ft^fr 'dHM cFIFTT ^ ft?I ^ ft ^TF^ f^^JI<4)<?1IHi ft 

’iftf cl^ll ft I 

X. aw: TR i^4F3TR ftr aiRiftf Miinfttft ^ mift ^ ar^ft^ T^rft f 1 

xi. Ffflft Pi'Jitftf tR iJieHftvft ^dlch'i cFeiT ^ ft?ff ft fi? fftftftr ^ ftft 

crm^ ftr ftft chditiK ft efft ft, mterft cTarr ’rrvftkr ^ 'ReT 
^ftft ftt ftftt 3T^f^a ^rfftvirr ft 'Tftf cfft ^ ft I 
(n) ftp im ft-<r<Agi^d ft 3 Fift^ fftn? ft- 

fto ft^ ftdftTTR^ XRT.TJ. f^dvJR#5 ft ^ ftft^ fftm ft tft) 'y_Hc||^ ^ "qF 
'd^'i^ fftRT «n 1ft) ft 3RFftftt ft alkiTF'mw ft i 

i. FF T?^3TR ft) ftftei ft ^jftFcff y1ft)ij|3ft ft dcMId ^ WET ^ SlfttF yft ft afh?" 

ii. ^ ^FTcT d'Wl^d 3frf 3TT^ ^ 5rfftRT3ft ft FFft ftt cf)7 Ift^ FT? ft I 


3866 GI/2001—4A 
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_ THE QAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY _ [Pakt I—Sbc. 1] 

iii. crenf^r, ^ ^uhhI ir vr 

^ 6*1^ 19 2001 ^ SPT^ vJtlX ^ ^Wl 31^1 l^ld MifdNcO 

^fTf^ ^Ejot NjMd<4i< ^ I 

iv. ^ ^ 3pEft JTcicr^j?^ ^ fcR snn TTtn^ t afhr ^ 

3t^'<lei thy^ ^ Plijldq> ^ HPTT Wi? I MiRlcrjiy) ^ ■^IM yie^l^i ^ 

^ 3?5Tft ^ ^ eft I 

V. 15^ ^r ^ ttzjt SJT f^ PT 260 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ # I ^ >JcqEr ^TPTO: ^ W 260 f^jESc^t 

^ ^r 8TT I 5M vjimitJlH TJ^31R ^ 3T^ ^ 

^ W % I g^tHTT ^ ^r ^ 31^ 3TR giT XJ^PHT^ ^ 

W1K ^TRtT ihl^cftn W 260 t I 

vi. Rwc^l cbi^cii^ ^ 3if!fH mRuiih Richiei 7TTT RiH^r 31^ ^ ^?nw-^ane{ 

^^TFn w eiT ^ Mfcl?T 

28.2’ % # I 3iT^r ^ mm -w err ihR ^ 

^ vdRtd (it^lnd ^ ^ePTT ^ ibli+JI 3l1^ CIT 3fR 

^^ErfeP? vjeri''i ^ fiEffcT eft I 

vii. 'dHyIcKI ^ Rc'g’cl ■^W ^ ^ ^^ftxf ^ ipjJt sJt, 

^ PitjRui w err, Rnrf^r ^5^ ^ eri^ 

^ ^Tf^r eft I 


3866 GI/2001—4B 
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viii. ^ <^i'Wf?l<^j wtorsft 3fhf wtk srt 3 ?t^ ^ '^Je^va 

w err 1^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ 30600 ^0 ^ ^ 

^ 3TRT-4m eft I SRT f^RIT '^FIT ^ 437 ^0 ^ ('fT^ 4tviler) 

5rf^ ) WT t 9 ■'T^ ^ 3T^ ^ arjqrto 5 i1%?rt 3iw ^ ^ ^ 2 

% ^ ^ ^ w^tM PiijHicicfl ^ 14 ^ 3T^r«jn^ % w?)t ^ t 1 

3ilclRcK1, ^ ^ ^7^ «dl<r) ^ ^ ^ ^RT^ oITcrr eft PT '^Tl' 
er)yci ^ 6*11^ ^TcjteR 'j|Ner)i'<l ^ ^kci ^ sic<j|t|cr) Piijfd Ridi 

3ft? ^ ftn?W ^ t 3ft? ^?ff^ ?Mt ?^ ^ Ift ^ ^ 3TFIM if 

PttjfRrl jrfctTRT ^ ^)H ^t^ I ^ ift vJerRi cfj?^n ^ly^jt 850 >Sld'</’ftO ^ 
^ ^)tW T7?T^3TR eff ^ ft;? ^ 3T^ JtefteT ^ ^ t ^ft? ^ ^ ^TT? g)t 

3T^ fWtf ^ ?f4^^ ?t^ t I 

ix. ?rf ^ ?f^ ^ v?fEt ^ ^t?R fctTiifl ift ?^ ^ ^frfgj'rebxlisft vdcMKd 

?REf) 3TT^)^ 3T8TcrT v}Hd<t< ^)?^T? 3ft? §'ulcH<^' iiifqcfjicrjxlt ^ 

^7^ ^ vddHiqliJ ^ cjiKui ^'dehl 3i|ct)c1'1 cfT?^ 3T?flT^ % I ^?f^ 

3ifrlRcK1, 850 ^5Tc?7 5Tf^ ^fto ^ ^ 31T^M^ cjft^^ ^ ^ ^ aft^ oft ^^t 

vJHel«s:l ^ cF7?cfTX7 Tjq f 3TTEnReT t I ^ 3Tg^ tol WT t 

el^T) 3TT^)% ychci ^ cR eR) 6 hR feR 3?^ siqiq ^ ?RET 

cptt TufR 3TeRT ^uenefijot Rt^ q7?qT ?fiR ^ t I 
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_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part 1— Sec. 1) 

(X) 3Tc^, ^STTET ^f^WTRt g[RT HTf^l03.3% 

^ I ^ 3TT?r? ^ (cj-ciiy ^ cf5^ '(iff) f% f*lK ^Id ^ 't^tldi 

^ t ^ ^ Mct s!iPT ^r ^ t I ^ ^ 

c)o)<Hd % f^RT^ ijifx)cf5|cf5Ti'i 5RT vdctfl'S fchi^l ^ii)l ^ STSjtcT 850 'Sl<?l'< Ufrl ^0 cff 
fin^ SiRT v3^c33J cfRT^ TTtT cfTT 6ZIRT ^ ^ ?Wd: wfrPjot |r I 


(xi) 'FTT^ cT^ 5 rf^ fcfRft ^ f^di yyc^ ^twr 4 c^lnd R-y'id dil^Hd ^ 

^ trRTT Milycr>iy) ^ iJ'^^d y\:c^ cfftEcT 'd4iJt i^lvjichl ^ ^tcTT 

^ fcii 'dMi'^ Ploiiei^ ^ feT's ^ ^ f^dR f^ill \Jllk| ^ 1^ 

iiiRjchicbrilafr ^ 3TTWr ^ i 


<xii) 5fTf?ra^ ^ ^rSTR cp fc^TT ^tTcTO cFRT^ Tjf ^ 3R^tfKT cfR t I 

rTSJlf^, 3TTcftW^ cfR^ cf5T 3TTUR WcTld 6^dl ^ ^Jd^lcjd ^ elMId cFj sjft^ 

^ ^ # 3#T ^ WTR ^ WnRT ^ tf ^ ^ f I ^ 

3T^^£I fch-y'i \Jiidl Mlftilchiyl ^ MiypHch f^tchfcll if ^ fcR? 'dMol^ 

^FRT^ ^ ^ ^ 3R^t^ cFR f^ t I 


»«!hg^ ^ ^ tttt f.. 


(i) ^i^3TF cR TREI n ^ cbl'^cll^ 4 ^ RRI ^ 3T^Jt^ W ^ # 

3fR 3TTcR^ra^ 3tk 3Tt^ ^ cfR # 


(ii) ^ ^RTT( 75i Run Ml 4 ^ ^ftchet I^Rjr Trar m % ?jtRi Rmt^ cf^R^f rt er^ 

cHi cm^ arRr ^ f I 


(iii) ^ ^!RT?R1 ^ 3RRfR3 # % eR^ sfTEirR 3fR 3REr aRxRt^^tTT dMKl R ^Md 

"CR ctDii-bl MTRTSft ^ Rilld r<^>V vJlH MR S'iH sllV vriid mRu|ih cRTT 1 


(iv) ER 1^ t 3fR nrtoRt gRT ^TtrfeRT 3 itcrf ?r^ t 






['mni—1] 
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(n) 4o qwt ^ Ty^wyo, gm f ;- 

(i) ^f^i<*»-radi3Tt ^ ^ craF^ t Mlfc4¥i ^ f^ tttt ^r^jof 3 ft? 

argjjti^f ^ ^ cjirenr 3 t^#35k ^ trT%^ 1 ^ ^r, ^ 3T5 ^ei wr t 

^iRicbTchdlart ^ ?Tra^ sd«c^<£l3fT ^ wrgmd'l gt^- 1 1 ^ 4^-5 aftr 6 g^ 

3Tg^ ^gf^ETTJJTR cZJKSTT g^? ^ t, '^Hdl^ c^ ^ SH I flT^ 3Tg^ gr^ 

c^ ^ 3Tg^ whrg gffg WTSJt ^ ^fttst f^ratrrgr wvdjg'c^l 

^ gsiT 3T^f^ ^TW ^?jggT 5R^ g^ i Bg 3Tg^ ^ l^rf^ g^r gt?^ # aftg 3 tt^ 
3T^ ^?jggT ^ fc^ Pif^ grf&gg^ g^ ^ gggg gg ^ gft % gjg^frg 
^sec^gfT jrrgtiRt gj g^g ^ ^rggr gdyrng ^ g^ 3Tg% ^ ^tgg 
sTTg^gg^ ^ i ^*o?j^3fr gjg^ ^ fcrf^ giger^fr (3T^g-11 cp ^ 5 atk 6) g^ 

^Hvj^d gn ?BT %:- 


'5. ^ 'vjgddcT cpg^ gt ^^jggr gapr? g 3T3^t^ g ^ fep? oft grt^cpif^gi gfr 

arg^rcRT g^gr fcp f^gg^ gj^ g girpft gjwJ g? 3PJHR gg^gr# g?r 

ft I 


6 . gf^ ^pg 3 TggT ^^jggr gg ^^tggg g^ f^ggr gggr ^ gt gmi^ gr?g giott gr^ gtT 
gp? ir g^ ggggt gf%g f^gr gggr grf^ affg g^ ^ g 1 %g gggrgfSr cp ifrgg 
3 TFt 3#? gg^tcpgg ^ gg 33^^^ gggr grf^ PorgA grtg g^ ggg-^gr gg ^pgf^ agg 
^ gggr grf^ 1 gf^ gi^ grf^cpgtTTT gg grf&gg^ ggtggggj g^ grg^ f ^ gragt 
gr ^jggr apt ^ gggt gt gggg ift Rb'^Pl jtcRTftTg g ggg gtffg I" 


(ii) gg ^kggrggt % grg^ wgpgg ajigra-u (bpt^ gt^sgT Higni) gt Ptujg gg gppt^ 
^gg*t ft rRf fggt7 f^tgr ggr t i gtg^ftg gafheg griijing gg gf f^utg ^gg4 
4 2 TT % fg grget ^ fggfggt g i^gt ggjgg ?ftg^ ^ gg ^ggfSrg ^ ^Pn g -d gtt 
f^rgfcT g^ltifi ^ 5^1 y wg)ci g^ gtgg gg jjTarf^rgtgr ^ ait g afPf ypicii^l gt mg 
gggw a 1 3TcggT ^jggt g^ gp?g ^ f^ mffrgr^t gig f^ gg aptw 
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^ SRI ^chN W I RRpfru ^ 

w vjW i ^ 3ft7 P i ye p? smiR ^ ^ ymPi<?Kn ^ t cKilf^ 

wiPraJi-?! E??r ^ ^ P-uidch % ^ 315 ^ 3RgcT ^ t 

3[pf Pi ^ldch ^ 3T^ ir^h ^prh cFi ift # Pii^ Pff^ mter5t ^ 
tTTH^ ^ WcI-MPuiiHi c^ 3l|c|!;^Jch ^JTR I 


(iii) Pi%TT 3i^£fr cl) TjM 9 TR Prater grra ^ te tet cF ^tr 

yiPacnic^xi'isTt SRT PraRp Pr^F^ cjtt ^rry^ ^srr 1 cjP "Ps ^ 

PraPr ^ ter t Pr ^ ^jrqra ^ irr^ niite Prate ter ^ Pt te 

t I rarfterteoft cp ra? te^Pi Pr "Prfe nrterP ^ 3ra vj?gidd cpr rtrct Pr 

^Ei P gP dMij^cftrar m\ Prcter ter ^ PPra ter W t.'.' ter ftet 

d i f^ch 3TT£rR cf) t I te teRT ^RcTer rad-P? Prfte terter ^ tera ter te 
■^rte Pr P^ te t, sTTR'jte Prter ter t PR te ateui cr? 

ter I 


(iv) TTTpr^^rWrsff r prrar t pR Prte^ ^ stcrr te ter rtrt rarte 

cKTifch ^^Prrar tt^Pht ^ Prrj cr '<hhr ^trt i 31 ft Pt cjTgr ■'rai ^ 

F? Wira cRpr p Pt pAuTd F5r RFTFR Rpt Pbcj I FTf ^FcRdT cKlIPb RTFf R 

Rira cTr7 trr^ crrt te t 1 -d«cdjp)3Tr frr P -TrjPtr -1 r Fra^T Prft 

FTT dcfirll '!' I ^ TpST P ^TT chyiy cR 3T^F-1 cR yHejPfrf W|c|£4m'1 PT 4,'I vJ eg cl ch'i'll 
rarpT:- 


IF Frra ^ Fg^ IJFeTai Fte Fp ^^FFT cp FFJlPd cfFFT ^rsjefT StP 

sjfp yrra ffft P. 


FF 3rgFF SIFT FF P dcP'ld cbydl P pR:- 







[MFTl—1] 
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.,. tR ^ ^ ^ nSTT ^ rnf^ TWf&cT W ^T?mfcrfT ^ 

^JSFTT ^TPTRT 'MW ^ «(l^ ^ 31^7 ^fFf Mim clit vjii^ OIctU 3TTcr9^rcf5 ^ sTT? ^ >;He 1 l 6 

^ I ^rerf^r ^ ^ ^ ^ sfr? sJt? ^ f^ Tft^ f^ ^^tpt 

3T^ET ^iif^lH ^ xrrftr^ , 

^FRR m 3T^ET- 11 f^HI ^5^ |t - 

'5. ■JTc^ # ^fJxRT ^ ^ ^ ^ %7 ^ 

WTT Tjf^RT ^ B^fTT, fcf5 f^dsl^ ^ OTiTen ^ tbl’^cll^ clft 

^ I 

6. ■Jjf^ 3TW ^^JrPTT ^ fcf5^ urTcfT t rfT vHkHI^ cTTcfl ^ 

^3^ ^ ^ ^3^ chT'^ui'^' ^rflcT ^jf%cT uTHT 3ft? ^ 3 %^ ^RTTTcrf^ cf5 iftcf? 

3mT 3fr? 'Wt^ch^iui ^ giT 31W? 1 ^ rnf^ f^T?nt ^ ' '■> cm em? 

xiif^v I ^ ^ ?^feF)?ufr cm mlttcm^ TtcttWRcf^ ^ t^rtT f dt ?rT¥?iT 

^ ^TFfT dit ^ d5?^ ^ ^mruj wcbi^RT Rrismtt ^ fijv Tn1%v i" 

(V) ??T 3 J^ 5 R ^ WT^ t 1 ^ ;g«e^ 3 ft STT^EIRt d fcf^ ?T^ d 5 ^ cmf ^ 

dCrr-^jfcJrf cnR|<yt ^ 'd«IET ^ illRicrilc^dt ^ dcf^ mt 3|'<<51 chIy [chiji \JiMI ! 

(vi) ^nRrajrWraft ^ st^hpt ^ 5 i;^ ?rwtjt cj^ 3r >d^^ d^Wcft cftt pw? 

^ ?^t<!bR gRct gi? mRi'chi’t sFftTrftd 3 t^ eg 111 ir ?r?cg ^ 

■mT czm eg 3TTm? P? "?ntt 3fRr eTFTdt " P5 «fT? g 3?jmR eTPlPR t^^ 3fR PT^ 
^ ?rTPTRT ^Jc?T ^ f^EltpR cfRg ^ 3 P?FtT Ri+jcI ^ ^ I ??r PPP? PIT ?pcg; ^ 

^^STRT eg ?FRj ift RlRec prRrapff P5 PM ^3PcW ^rjpT jpiRm aft? ger MT ?r 
3TP^7ttcr eft 3ft? ^ 3TT6IR P? egt^ MP ^ cgt PP ?TPKfT aft I ?P .PTd?^^ PP 
itt 3T^?I ^Mt # % PTTP ^?J?i3TTeT P? MM PF ^ 3MTM t 3ft? f^5?tt PT? ptt 
^ ^ETM P^t PP dchdl I fP MTP PTcP-^tf^Pcgt #^rd: PTPet P? P?MT cfMT #, 
Rid Chi dCT^O ?P1^ fclRad 3T^Ert P PPrd PiP 'P f%PT PPT t '3ft? Pl^tPPP Pt PP?R 
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^ ^jTT ^ t I 'HIci'jlPicb ^ ^!TKRT t[tt 3|Tqj ^ cfTt 

^ 'arc5Tin ^ t i 

wie*! ^ \?raw ^ %tt 

(i) R'licfi 26,11.2001 ^ Ril'M W5( 11 ijc^ cF szfl^ fc^k; ST^ET iTETF 

ir, ^ TT?Tf^r^?n^ ^ ^ t, ^ 

3R^ ^ RT cFR fr I ^ W t fItRn fif 

% alft^ cnxi'^, vilYf^ 6*11^ Mgcri 1^ GRlf$TcT ^ I 

(ii) wibdd fcldVOI yi<^frl<ti cR 3lk ^ST # lUaT ;S«c^3lt cF (^yilPl^i'l^ 

c^ ift eVd I 

(iii) f^Tf^ # ^ t % fcTcPM ^ jmr^ ^ ^ ISTcTTsT ^ ^ 3tW ^ 

% vjTif^ WcHd'd fcIWT R ISTTcI cF^ ^ IJxRT ^ JilM^lildl, 

yulMdi afr? t^vhi ^ ^ rian ^ ^rotsj ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cm trtt t lit R^dH faciyui FT irmETR ^ fcFin wn |t 

(^) 4o 3in5T ift?n 3ifqr wn 4p ^^ ^h i Ih % 

(i) nrf^ichi'^ ^ 5fNf^r^ ^3im mRuih'i A Wrcrap^ gM dMH"^ 

1TV gitich '^fldl cf5t ^Tf GTTEIR ITT STT^tcRTT cFiT ^ y^c?J ^RjTR yigch'l 

cfit Rfnl vdcMIH ^ elMlcl ^ chH T^rnf^ ^icMiqch/Plii^clch gTTT ^TcTT f^iJI 1T?TT ^ 
3ftT ?Tf SfcER Uir cZITXTR cjft TTFTFTr FT t I 

(ii) 3FI<?><i^t5cb 3f5^ f^mn 13TRTT |r fcF W \3dTldd ^ cTRcI Tl cpTf tTT Tftt ^- 

TTi^ lirm ^ 3TEfRi # v^t'difch Middyirff f^ranfr ^ spgwEf-1 fcmn irm t i 

(iii) ^ R]?c^ RT flcT ^ ^r ^0 «TT^ ^0 f^O, ddMiJ, PlR^d 

snter^ (2001(75) 197 (f^O)) ^ iIRT^ ^ ilRifrir gRT ift fcfxTR 

TRIT SIT I A t:- 




[VFT I—7STO 1] 
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"ai^TO-l lift ORT (2) ^ HITORt aiTfW ^ WR ^ fif mf^qn^ 

^ ’«4l qit aR^ftWR qj'tcji '(H«c q>t sft, ^ DRb«i ^jre <3Rrid ^ 

RPR ^ qR qftqqlf ^ ^ I q>qR ^ IFt VllPlcf ^ ftRT ;3fRT 

«n ^ ^qfllri 'FTTO ^ ?qjT^ \3c«nq^ HMid ^ qnr <:^4fdi sft ;iit cii i my 

q{^ 'HRM yfifeqr ^ ^ I tR ^-URI (l) 3^^ ( 2 ) ^ W I «WM oTP]; ^ 

^ I RPj qR^ ift qid 3fm ^I^t oipft Tof^ eft ft) ?roT ^ ftftnit 
^jftR 3iqft 15) 15 ft w ^ qRT qft eft* 3 ik qen tf# ftft>qi qjRft 
^r eft 3ft ^ ursn an 20 % ^ qnr ^ ^ I 

(iv) 3TT^?tJ^ ^ ■'M^£I 3n?rT t fe ^ ftiJlcWgM vJMiM'il 

cFRT^ ?JxPTT cfi 3TT?IR W vWV vil^Rad JT?' ^ '<-c1'?lil ^TTEI 3Tcr97I cf^ -qif^k,' I 

ffT OT?n t 3FR qTcfe cB ftejidct-, cP iTFR^r 17 Zr? 7-cl^lil ^^TTxJ ^TPJ cf^ 3rn? TTT cfft^ 
i7Tf#T fTm I 

(V) 3^f?)RcW, ^ cFTcfc^ fMt cj? g^TWr WSlf ^ f^ 

irq TTPTKJR fel? f I 31lci>;i^4cb IT? 3T^EJ ftoTH ^JlTdT # f% 

qicfe ^ r^ijldcb 17 ^WETR W fell tr ■^TtTTcRTT cR TFfTSJ ^TTiTRfRR cfft 1%^ fcfRTT 

t I dd^7HK, 3 TT^^Ij4cR ift 37^EJ ft^TT 3TT7TT |r ft7 ITTR^J ftfe ^)W 

vT77 n>ig R RPj : 

ftqiR T tft 3WTq ft ftnftlf^d 37^^ ft)^ irt f ■ 

( i ) 1^0 4Plcb >;s|>S, ^ rch-yi i" TTT^ Hlf^d cfTT f^Elt^R cfR^ ^ 

JEicb 3TT£rnft tR Piijldch'i g|vi fd^u iR ^)^do cfTT 377-41 cbIV v3Tt4 cH 

iTTJTR ^ dTcTT^Eft cb s3T^7TR dd-lldd clft cIMId eft 7T4EJ 4 J|^>!l4 ^ Tjftxl teftEJ 

777TR Eftt 37Myi]cbdl t I Pldldcbl SRT eft^ lit ’EJ^ 47 ftiir Tfi^ eftt 

cjK-df^eb ^Md 4) fftn? dT ^rra ^ftt wftt sflR 73 ^ f^Rn^ 4 4t "rst 
uTRT Wf44 ' 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [Part I— Sec. H 
^0 ^ ^^o f^o % ^0 ^ IRT vj^yicw f^ujfDiij'i 


UiRbtol^ 5RT vilW 

2(^) ^^0 W ^^*ftviRT ^ XfW?, qt#s 

(i) ^i<n^ ipq 

Wifyqoiyl ^ 4o '-ti^ diRlcnji'ir '^ynkj, c^ (cHv| 'MIHi'^y clot ^rRi ^ TR?T 

^ miR'^I gM fchk; ar^REfT cR •ild f^iii ^ I nrf^cbi'^ H^d c^yd fcf^ 

Mchd^ f^cRUT ^ uRR ^T, f^RR RFFTR afR MlCd Rf^FT R y^jchd R alR 

RtRR ychR Rmt^ RT v3McH<Er RRTT Rn 8 TT, RrR fclf^lH RFTrf R?fr RT afFTR afR 

yf^qi cFT cinR fcRTT RfT R, f^mtcTcB ^ vJcRQ STT RF) WRcR fcTcRUT aRW t afR R?R 
uTTRR ^ sfr ^ R'i^d RRTT afR cTFTcT RTcRJ cfRR FfR I Ulf^IchR F 

Rraic^ cB Rm^ RT RiH R |t:t ffiRr^ttcRt R rtst rI^Rrt ^ aRRf^ 

5T^ cj?r I Rraidcb R yfciRrRr f hbiPi^viih'^' R rsj Rrit RrR an 

RFR ^ fttht ^ Rr^ afR an^jR f\ fr t i 

RFST F yif&cFRt frR t Rb MienylR RraR afR f^tRR^ttbrj Rf rrb r ar^w 
WTTRT cR FRFT cB tcR RR^ yuliRt afR .3TRrR ■RBRRt y'cB'RB iRf R fen w %, 
R)Rb ctrcTct R yi-dd RriRtcBT giyi ^trtbrt Rtf aar crttf Rb RRTTRaff R) arTETR R 

afR f^RTcBT dc^ys RtqRrb ^ vjiiyl Rhk' rf ftrRRj mcBcR Rtrtr R y^Fi R fRaur 

RRF % I 


mRTRRR RR EfRTT t RB Plilld’ch gTR 5R^ RBRT RR[ ^RRTRRT EBT FTRR RtrRrB ^ 
Rebt^ R rr r# yiTRT t afR frRrt Ro frR d^lRaRRi ^ ^rtf 5RT ^^erpr rrirrt cb 
RT fZf RRJTCfR RTR aR dMRiSJ cnyikj R^ afTcB^ RR didfRd f^RTT RRF R afR RRTTRR RRF RR 
dMR*T RRTR RR ?R 3 TRb^ cB aTTRR F^RTTR aFRfR RR^ cR^fcR^aTR 1904 TB^cB RRTFRR 

rR rtrbf ‘ 'Sidy/RtoRR RdRt ? i vJrftrf bR r^ rirr arg ^a^arR 1904 eB fRR rttr rR 
aFRfR R rtRr arW brbj, rRrrt r arfRR^ r i RTrRRa Rif&RR^ r rtfr arRf& R 
Rfg ciTt tiyi?j Qs^t cBldd'^i cBT aFy-cfl <t >\y RR f^RT rrIRb R MiddylEft PiFdi RT ar^R- 
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W^TTJm : 
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^ oinTTR git 'HHM g# ^ t I yif^Jttii^ g? itt ^ gi^ 1 ^ argf^ 

^ ^tgg cTFTcT g^ giT^ A At ttw g# ^ t #FfTi^ gidg^sit f^rggt ^ 

arjgg-1 ir g^itgr ggr t afr? g^ Pr^tci* ^ ggt ggr t arf^giJ 

g^ t I ?gTf^ grf^Jgii^) A wgpg gg gf^giHH ^jgrrgg gft cggg c^ szM ^ otun gg 

t^igr ^ gfr% gRU'M f^rggt c^ grrg g^ srgfSr 4 ggg^ggg eg feg^ gr^urgg 4tg gg 

vjLicTO gigig gg 4 i 


grrg 3 Tgf& 4 grtg^ ggg g^ ferg irrlgg 34 grg gngpg ■ ■ ■ ^rag/ 4 t.gg gggr 4 i 


(ii! 




gr^t gg^ f4gtg gttgg gg 4gg 4, grfggg^ grg gggr 4 f44rag^ g grrg 3Tgf& 4 
?gg^ ggg m fArej g^g gg grl^g •sfrgg 4t3TT4w gttgg ^<g®- ggg# 4 i srrf4gir4 gF 4t 

grg gjgg 4 % Pigld* g w4?ft gr^, 7Tg4t gR, 4f4ig, ch4tvH sttg 44^4t gi ■ ■ ■, 

4t? ■■ FTeR/4t.gg g4 4tgr ggi ggiii'iui4i gg grgr t^igr 4 I grf^gg^ g 
grggmg 4tg srg gsn ^<^if4g ^ggg^t g^ ^grEgg gg g^ i gr^iigl gi f4(4 f^grg t^ggr 4 i 
gf^g?g gggg g^ ^ ^jeg, f4rg4 grg^f gr^r, grg^f ^rm 34g aggi ggg ggg ?i'i f4 cT 4. gg 
grgrgtgR gi ggr g f^grg f^gg 4, g^gnm 4rg gg dM'H<tT g^gigr ggr air i giFT ggi 
4tg4t gi gtgg g grgrgtgrtr gg grgg 4, gF gid feggr ggg 4 f4i Pigtrigi g ^yn ygtrrgrgfg gg 
grgr ■ ■ ■ ■ FTcTg/4togg g4 4tgT ggi fcfgg 4 i ggggR 4tgTg Pgtrigi grgr gregggr 44 t gg 
14igT ggr eg1% 4tg4t gg grgr c^ggr fpg^r ^jgggg 4 gr4t f4fggg ppfegt g? fgrg 
pgr TTTT griefig cH agjgTTg grggf^gy 3ggF gg fggjT ggr 4 i FgrPrg gTf4gg4 4 4tg4r gtt 

gnrgft c4 f^rg ■' ■ FTcTg/4t.gg gft 4tgT ggr gFgiggR gtt 3gjfTt4 4t 4 ' 

4tggT gggygprwgfpgtg gttgg ■ Fr?R/4togg 4F4t 4 ^ 


(w) 4t^ ^ gpg f ^^iitra / vieM i dg) 

(i) ^ 

gfFT gg^ 4o ggrt i^Pggm ft 4, ggrg, gr^F g^ sTgggr 4g-gfFgt4t f4 gpg > V ' geg i deh l 
gg grgg 4, gTf4gg4 g grrg srgPr 4 ggg^ ggg g^ grgrpg jjgg gft gum gt^F A ggg 
eg f4g dcMigg 3TTg?FT w oTTEng gg gtr g ; 





60 


_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec. 1] 

>3frw TfTHT^ ^ ' ' ' ' 


^ t I 


(ii) P><jici 

^ ?Tci7 gfr Tr?y t. ^ iwra 3?^ iTR?f cm ^ 

^ cf^ ^rat?r cjitTTriTT fcTxrR ml^^mWrafr m srtWr ^o^ri^fr 

c^sr^icKHdi i^fN, qt^ £[rt 3Trcm?T cE 3tthn qr cf?r ^ # i 

t fidm'lvdd t :- Trg^ 'W, ite 5 t, q^ qw, cbi^l^n afh? i 

•qrf^ 3ttTr^ cen^5FTft?t M t i 


(tt) ^ ^ 

^ro tm $c;xi^j»Hd 3#7 ^0 ^ q>TTr (^o 


(i) 

yijtjcjiiyl ^ mcd dlf^d ^ ^^cmPJRT cE 'H«I6J ^ tiycj^ vJEfHl 3(^7 ^0 

gRT mtr WlTm 3rjM cEr ^ t I Wll^ihr^ Efe ^ ^0 

^ ^ T^<iER Tparr t ^3^ urP^cE wm oRuumI' ^ Tr^ ^sqm^ 

cf^yi^ eft I l<|(tlcf)iy) ZTF <Tjy^ ^ Wiyf^l^P RTEI qf^RRft ^ ^0 ^ 

3Tf!if^ vdMd«y ^RTf t I crtiRt, qiRl«l^ ■?T? Efe ^R^ # % ^Tf^T qT^ 

'ni rqrtor^ % 4o ^ ^ ^ sftr RwiRd q:^dmcti ^ arg^ ^jq^w 

qRT^ EF 3T^#T I 4o %qT 5RT ^ ^Erf '^JERT ^jqeHH ETRI^ I 
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^ p|qidtl7 ^ f^cRUT '3e^RJ f^iJl ^ 3TcrRf 

^ dMld 'dMc1«l ^ 3tt7 vidt^ sIRT ^ ^ ^ 

HIIMK ^ 'dIHM ctj[>?|<)K ^ 3RRT«JcIT ^ I 3T?f?l' ^ 

-HIHR ^ ^ qRdJdd ^ 3TT0[R ’ft W CTT I ^ ^3^ ft McT^ ft 

^ ^jf^IcT t ffty ^RT^SfR ^ ^ ft ^ 3lt5j% ^5^ ^ I 

cmrlft, ^ 3T^ ft ^ ^Cdld^ olFTcT vJ4cTO ^ I 

^ 3ra1?r '$ IcT^ vJ^MIcJ^ cfFTcT ftfteft f^Rlki otWT ^ ^ ^ 

ft jntorft ftfe Wr ^ ^trct ft 5 cr ftftr ten? tft^ ^ftWr ^ fto 

ft^ ft IftRTT tWTR ^ ft ftftftd ^ tftm ^ t 3tk ft^nlft fto 
ftjR ft ^fjt^ tftRTT ft ftftrft ftr ftt cZINR ft ^IHR 4>lft^R ft ^ ft ^ ^ ^ 

^T^kTT ft I WlRlctJlxl ' 21 ?^ ftt ftfe ^Rft ft fft ft?nfft fto ft vdHel*! ^RRIT ft fftfti 
ftt’Tft 3fR^PR?JPTT SRT ^ ftftTcT ft4ft ^j;tRT ft 3?!^ W ftt ^ 3Tftft ft 
^ ft ftt ft I srrflmjrft ft ftte i^Rft ft fft tft^rftf 

ft arjw? jirtefft ft tmr fftim 6(8) ft fto ftiR ft Iftn? wtr ’jdu ft tftft^ 
ft 3feTFIT ftrf ^ ft fft Pfft^l eTRRT ftftft ffttft^ ^ 

3Wt^T 3t?fft^^ ftt^Tcft TR gjTft 'Hl’T^lft ?RITt^ ft 3Tt?f>ft 3fk ft 

ft ^«jmw 3R HMft)<j5cT C3FRT cT?ft ft 3TmK tR fft^TT ^ I 

fto ftjR TRTI?.., f^r^vSRft® 3jk ydJIT^h fto ?sftl7RR, 

Pim ft ’TTf^ 3ft^ PRchf^d ^TRR ^ ***^5IcR/fttO fft^dcTT ft I 

ii. fWff ftNff 

dSt fftftcT ftlHd ^ ftftr ft Priftp^ ft vfl^r 3Tftft ft ftp^r a’<^ (*ftRT 260) 
ft f^ ’TTt^ ^ftTTcr fftftcT ftWcT fftw fftPT ft ft^Tlfft fftftcTP’ ft ^jRfcT fftPT ft I 
PTtftppft ft fftftdip ejrt ^gftpT PRn? 3itcpft ft 3n^ ^ w, tftftft w, 

ftPT, ftftt ^ 3fk ^ ft ■'dHiftdft ftt ft ft I prm arftft 

ft ft ^71% 3lW WR3HT SRP^fftft^T ftWcT *** ;STcR/ftt03P ^Tlft pft 

ft I 
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(^) Ao ^di'wWI (^0 

Plilidl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3I^M 3ft^ ^ ^ 

^ 3t^M ^ ^ 15^ # I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ t 

afl?^ ^ RiJHI^'dK *^dd»T ^ 3lte f ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 'dcpcil % I 

^ Wr f 1% ^0 ^ t ^3^ ^ ^ 2000 3fk 

2001 ^ ^f5t ^ ^ ^ t I i'i\^^ ^ # 

^ z^ A ^ M?t ^ ftjij ^ ^ A ^ ^edM lA 

f^m 22 ^ 31^ w ^3mrm i Pi^i^d^ 1 ^rht 22 ^ ar^r ai^^ ^ t 
I^RH 22 tA ^ ^ ?T^ I^Rlto ^ 4o W ^dy^JJHd ^ ^ ^ ^ 3RI 

Pldlff^/ddlP?^ ^ ^ Hpn vjITT^ ^ ^ ifcTdldl W t I 

^.) 1^0 im ^g^t^TTRcT 1?, ^ ^ aray^ firote 

i. Tp^T; 

H il ^«w^ ^ fAz(\^/zm^ ^ A tjc^t ^ 1^ ^ ^ 

amRTT t vjt^TTf^ ^0 ^ ^ 'mA w t 6(8) ^ arg^ ^rm 

iJcO ^ MRdfidd aicRt^ ^^tiTcft c^FTH ^ aTcrfH ^TFTtft 

^ ^ aif^c T ang>^ afk ^iiftibithTi^afl ^ ari^ ^ ^mctTsei ^ 
ap21 ^ 'd^ltlcl ailep-^ ^ aTTEIR ^ f^FIT iRfT ^ | 
irrf^ afRicT WTRi ijcEi *** ^srmpAo-^ fht ^rm % 1 

ii, Pi<jid ci>l* 1 d: 

W ^ M?T EfiRH ^ t ^TTfte?t A ^ ai^ A EjMeI ^ ^ RJTHH 

■pRrfcT cpl+ld ^ t^^TR f^RTT 1^ f^RT^ ’TRcT f^RT '^vic ^ R^II <NI ^ fd^' ^RTI 

1^0 %ER ^ ^RR RI? aiTi?!^ ^ ai^^TR ^fxIcT ^FTRfRH W t I 
EpR0Hf W\ ^ ’TTt^ aft^ M?T '3^ ***^SRR/T^tO ^ HFft M % I 





[MFTl—7m 1] 


Vroi ^ : aTO17nT'>r 
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5. <ic<l 3iW ^*<<1 ^ ^01^1 

' TTTf^ WT, f^tf^ WcT 3f^f ^?TmT^ 7Jo?I 7^ ^1^ 

vjf^ ^eRT I W ^;cRT 3im ^ ^ ^ ^ 'HIHI’^d'^JI d)K'URI gRT ^ ^ 

3ff7 ^remm ^ WIRf^ ^ ^kR ^ ^ f^fW ^ ^ ^ ufr 3??R 

^d^TJd T ^ ^RR f, ^ ^ 3TRR ^ ^ ^ 

WJTft ; 3RR ^ ^n1^ t - ^ ^fRRR RRR ^ ^ ql'^:lf«l'T> 

f^i^nanj ^ 7^ 3TR 3RR ufr ^f5t7R ^cpftTRT Tf^T ^Rlf^ ^ f^ Hdl^ld 1^ 

^ t 1 

nrf^r^ ^ Rf^ ^ f^rakw ^ aiW wtri tjc^i ^ ^crt 

3R1^ ^ cfjRyi'Tl 5RT 7^>r«i;n^ 3j\^ f?prj^ ^ ^ g>\ % I 
vJli-cj aRt^ if 'ti^<€i ^ >««(<€( ^ vj^l'!;‘7)1/f^^^<3‘3>i ^ feR l^ldd RI^R 


PlRT^'HR t:- 


r 




M4itd«?5/dcMrdch 

'HRIR 

(;5IeR/ftrOdH) 

RiJld <RHd 

(^sr^ftto^) 

Mld^ Hll^*1 

{%) 

4o 5ci'{A^Hel 

RdCvJl'^el'S aft? fto 

?d?ft?ReT 5PRT 

★ ♦ ♦ * 

* * * * 

87.2 


★ ♦ * * 

* * * * 

107.48 

fto Rrft ^fiRTiHI ^ Wf 

** 11 * 

* * * * 

26.7 

tfrol-o;^ cfr 3RT ?Tftt 

PidWcf’/dd^idch 

* ** k 

* * * * 

55.68 
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^ Site t I 

T?.1. sftr wta 

^3^iteT ten 11, 31^- II ^ africT ^ ^ teicH ^itTcTT t ^ 

^ ^ Hlf^d STHTTctr ^ Hrai, ^THH 'I't^Slt ^ 1^ ^ ^ 'i'l'PI 

5rm^, ^ ^ witer xr ^ siter ^ ^itewr^ Rte ^ ^t^Tci 

cisjfr TR f^xIR ^ 'JflVl ^ ^ itifci ^ VIlPl^ ^Vll I ♦J^crij'l ^ Mlf^cl 

SiNIcfl ^ M'+Ild ^ 41*1^ ^ ^TcT ^ vjltd vJll^ % 

cMI ^TRcT ^ SJHTPT <1'^ ^ S?t ^eldl ^ Hlf^d SlNld'l ^ ^ Pknc Snf 

3TST^ ^?TT SI^^RIT ^ STRfTdt ^ ^ cbiq?! ^ ^ ^ etJ'Cll ^ SRI^ 

g?! '<lcr)dl % vit 3IRRIT {^> 141 ! cT^ ^ ■ptcft I 

iTR^ ^ ’Ei^ tr Tnfer alter ^ ws -s^ stri ^r^i ^ ^ 

dM'i'icw tetr ^ 31^- II (iv) ^ 31^^ vddiTcn m^, 'tern, te^ nrai, 
eiTiw^cn, ftei tet ]Ete, 3 ^ Hrai ^ mte ^ ■'d^^ter w ter? ter 
t ^ ^ f^lf^ tr ;mT3 ^5IeT^ t I 

r^a«I<€i 41 Rill SKI PlMf^RacI 31^^ ^ ■§■- 

(3i) ^0 THTR 3<k % T niq>l^cHI ioiP l ^'g ^ P TRf ^l^d 

Siyltl 

i. Rte 3Tte s[RT W 3TT3^te 3^^ 1999-2000 ^T ^ ^1 TJ^TRiaTR ^ 

Mi ■'I 3fr 30601^0 35 ^ <iac1l41 ■ 3 ^'^ 3F 3t^ RRcT ^J33T ^ 

STJ^ 33RT t I 3¥ tel 33T t 30601 ^fto ^ ^ Site ^ ^ 
^T37R 3^ fMte ^ Site Tte^IR, ^c 3|R tefel t I ijteH ^ 
31^^ ^ ^r TRfTRiaiR clit te 17000 % ^ ^ 35^ # 1 

ii. 6iHifch 34Rte 3ir3 mRuiim ^ te ^ ^ 3M 37t ^ te t 

Cfj R3id35 “MEte 3TvjIR ^ A'd'^'HSTR 33 31^3 3R ^ te 3? 
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^ W t ^ afff^ t sft^ ^ ^ ^ 

L|lc*i ^ <f)KU| 'dtiVi ^ qi'kiRtp srf^ ^ 'tact'ii % I '^IF 'dcvl^ 

^ f 1^ ’Ei^ ^3#rT ^ ^r ^ ^'W(^<5> aai^ sr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^rf^uTFTjwi ^ t ^ WT me^M cTTOT % I ’Ei^ ^ 

"'Wk dcT ^ eft 'i^\^4>\ ^r ^ w vcJcMKib fto f^l^ipfT 
^ 3IW vJcMIc^H ^ ^ W en I ^ ^Mt SRT -yif^cbl ^ 
MRuim''M'i)M ^ ft w qie^eft cT^nft anrft ^ fftftET afk ^ 

^ ^ ftt fto kr^W ^ SRT ^cMlftcT ^Hlftr ft TTTBJfft ^ kt 

^ "srr ^ ^ TnkfWfJxftaft ft 7ft ot ft ftr^ 1^ ft i 

3TcIT7T ftftf ft TRTftsfR ft SHTlft MIcHfttft ;^c<6 elMl*^ Wft ftt 
ftl ftsft ^ ik^ viejVl ft ^ ?Tfft ftt ftl'^c^l ^cftr 3fk vd-lft Whn ft ft^ ft 
ftft uflft ftt vfl'pyd ft I 

iii. fttfkTJ ^g^TTTft ft ftTH fftqto/OTqrcmr ^ ^ clft IftjT W ft fft X?^3IR 
ftt W^tM ^ ft ^jfttn SRT w 75F W ft 1ft T?^3TR ^Rlftt 

RPTO^tTT T^T chK^i ft vjfftft 'Ek^ xjftftr 3T7 "TF 7R ^ ft fft vitifti TtTT 

dl>1Mqdl TjTRT Xf7^3TR ft I 

iv. FTRi srjfter ft fft fftRtd 5ntekt ft cfftftt iri gft^ trix? tjtj ^fR^rfftr 

ft OTWR ti;? 3Tft7? WET ftt ft I fftft^ X5Tm v5rm-3Tftft ft 

xjftt ft 3ik ^ tth ftftr ^ ^ftrn fft ftxrftt cpt ffttk fftiam^ fftft^ 
3Tftftft ft ftkFT ^^RPT ^ ft I ftqftt ^ fftft^ xftft ft fcTX? IR^ ftt 
^^JEHT ^ afk ft?ft ft ft I FT 3fR ftt| ftftt ^jxHT ftft ft feR 

ftriRft fftrft fftRte Ff^chl'^) ^ FtfRFT ft ftrx? 3TT7?7cf5 ft I 

V. xirfer aTTTTft ft mRuiih'W'^m Ekc^ ftt ^ erlft ftk cn^rf^ 

Srfft fttft EF E3cRf Pj^f^Rsd HMfti ft ft:- 
• Ek^ ;jftt7T ftt ^ afitft 7?T 3TT7 kRT ft^ ^ ft 7RF 3Tftf$RT ft I 
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• ^ ^ ^ 3THIpfr ^ ^ ^ it t I % 3THITclt ^ 

c1I'wR<? 5 ‘Slojchy eFTTFT 1000^0 ^ cT^ ^ ^ 1999 cT^ 3THIRI 

^ eiT I 

• ^ ^ amn^ ^r ^’TRcI # ^JcRT^ HFT ^ gePTT ^r t I 

• iTNcI ^ ^ ^cRT # ^ if 3THlTcfr # ^ ^ t I 

• 1TNH if ^ ^3^ 15 ft cET t I 

• ^ ^ ^nf^cT 3TRRjt ^ ^ ^ 3Tclf^ if H^c^njof ^ ft # ^ ^ ^?lf?TT t 

^r 3TRTRff ^ ^ t I 

• ^ ^ WcT^ ^ aiHcTT t I 

• 'ti«lc£( ^cRl ^ Rsf?f ■jfr^ PJitRT ^PRTT I tig' giM ^3TT ^ M'lc^'d (Jit 

ifER^'HyTR ^ 3ET^ vJ^KH ^ ^ cEH ^ t I | 

ar^mi cf5 w tpit^ M OTcit t i 

• #oj^ aTRciT Ti^ ^ iw?T3IR ^ hft ^ cEiqJt arflicE t I 

• ^ vSRid ceIhcI ^ cETlIt) giH ^ fuRT^ ^MR 4 

’TT^t fRT f3TT t I 

• 3iraid'l 'W ^gTl *^cr!I vJ^fTR ^ c^lnd ceIrH % fuRT^ ^T3TR 

^r ’TT^t cf5tH?i it 11 cffpRT ^ ^ 

^ t 3fk^I^^#R ^ 3TTT;;ft ^ ^ cE f^ ^ j ^ ^ 

t I 

• TJ^ \J^^I7T ^-ETT^ if ^ ^ f I ;3lEfR7 ^ 3Ttr^r ^3cqj^ ^ 3fR f^l^ 

^ 'MgRid Mlf^l % ceR RY Rje) ^ fcR? eIHI P^f ^ I 

• ITT^ T^tWcI <^^c^l^ c^ MRuiH'M'iJ^I Tf^ ^ (SZIETR ^ Hlf^ ^f tRlfcg RrRE: 3TTf 

t I 

• vJeilR ^ RRT idicE ^f «r<4lTl'<1 ^ I 
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• ^ emcTT ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ HlCl'iltH cRT^ ^ 

BIEffn 3N^ ^ted^ viMilVl ^ I 

• ^ ddlrHlf^d ^ f I ^MR ^ ^ ^ ^ cf> 

• ?T^ ^ ^3cqK ^ ^ ^ ^I%TFRWT 

^ 3TWf ^ I -JIF f^rfcT ^ctTK ^ ft TTPT t L. 

• Tjt ^f ^ ^ ^ affr 3T? ^ 3TRlte ^ vj^. ^ ft «fTf^ 

^ c?5ix“i f^Pl+i^di Mgel tt ^ aii^'^H^arR ^ an^'^'i f^flT I 

pr iRjR ^ ^ w w?Tr t vjij'^dd ^ TTHcf^r ^ aTR^-aTR^r ^ ^frertt Vr 
^ ^ H*1lRld elcll % Mlf^d aTRt^ ^ ^f^RFRcRSq' vdCjVl ^ cil'wRltt’ ?ff^ ^ 
% I ?iTNT aff^ t aR mddM enR Rkr ^ t arw 
^JlikT ^ 3TW arf^R^ WTT ^ tm I 
Btgg^ f^ZRPT ^ ^xR ^ ftPRf^Oad a?f^ T[T? f I 

FT ft ^r artftcT 3Rt ^ ^iT^ Wr t ftr^ ^ftf^iwr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w ^ t I «Tf!r alk ^ ^ ft tr Frk ^ ^ -zi^ ftiPtct 

BtF ^ ft? vjtiVi ^ qi'wRcp srft ft ^ I 
(tj) ^0 yprf xRffirq^, ^rj fegft k arf^ ftn? f- 

i. arft^^cHT t <tifri Tktt ft5fkFnt ^ otk ^rtt f? t f^RT^ arnr^ t ft "zif 
^?TW ^ ^ arrM # % 5Tf^ ^ ft I 

ii. vdcHiq-i ^k^ VJE4V1 ct arkT^, ■^fttttrft arrartr ^ sifkT, q^-ccSl 

wnft ZfJT 3TfqRT, ’Ek^ ^ McTcft ^ oTlfcT FTFT cf)t 

^Tddll ZJRRfT ^ I 

(^) ^^0 zhHZhTi i k (^Hf^^Bd arf^ ft?? H- 

i. T?^f^RT3TR ^ TTtTT ^ aTTfJt ^ tkf at^ t afk ft) ^kcf ;SRT vS'Wlftd 
f^nRT3TR ^ f^NTlI ft^ ^ivjlix ^ ^ 'FTZI vjd^ltl ct ftPinfui 
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^ 7TPT!5)t ^ ^ # I ^RT ailiJiRld ^ 

JTE<T ^ TJxnRT3TR ^ Pl'4< 3TcTRT ^ I 

^^TfeE? MlC'l'tltfl ?^c«D cFTT^ ^ JTT^ 'T^ vdcJcll ^ I 

(^) 3TM 3lf^ gfty ^^0 MlXMl'l'f ^ 

P > H(^f^H : 

i. ^ ^ HPT^ ^ ^ 4Ru|H ^r 5(^ tJpT 

^ iree: ^ w % Rm 12 'm ^335^^ aft ^rr 

^ atcntcT mwE t I ^ ^t anfcT ^ ^ 

^ xR^t an ^ zzmTeTTn^ n^Rijof ^ ^ an^ t vjf^Trf^ 
fMto ^ ^ c^ HREfr ^ ’ft fto W CTT I 3M 3^3f5^ fftj 
^Ei^ ^nntnrTTT 1^ wr nft ft^Rft Wr ^ ^ w t I 

ii. aRT: n? nn % f^ HHftk Rrfe nrl^R^ft ^ ai^ II ( iv )ft 
■JMMfwfto dcT ^ n^^aft TR 3RW f?l^ wn ’nrf^ I 

iii. 3R^: f^ ^ HP# ft ^33c^ €t afr ftEcT ft f^RRP HPRT ^ HT^ 8IT, 

PH fftxfR fft^n «n I 

iv. ^ mw\ nft fftftp m ft HRfttn ptehM fftnftt ft ijftE: ■?nfftR fft^nr pht fti 

ar^H II ( iv)ft TP^ ^ ft Pf PPT t fft? ' pft fxRTTaft ph 

pifftn arRuftr ^ phtp pft wp ft pift ftp^ an^pj ppppft pp ’jeHipR 
PRPT afR vdtii-'i pft f^jfft pft jthiRIp PRft prft ftftnpft pft ’jeptpr prpt 
PnfftET fttPT, ■?# fftpft, ePH, HETTPP^PpjTR fftRTT, vaETTEPKn, fftftPT PP Hlf^l 
PT SPRTT PP 'apftrP: pftpftt pft PHlIftd PRft Plft PPPPj, PTEP Hft^FT pft HTPT: 

PPJP PPTF, PTPTPT, ftPTPR ^ ^tjftftTcT IftftPT pft P^ pft ePRP PP 

PREfftpT afR ftPTiftE PPPPRHP? PHP? PTlfftcI ft I 

V. PF PP? '<41cpl4 psP ft fft^ pifxfppPnft PP) P^-vJdHlp ptpftt ft pft pPppafR 
(ppffttaTR1900) pfftp fftftfftp7 PPF pft fftIftR fftRftr PP fftfftpftp PRft ft I PF 
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^ ^ ^ >^414)14 ?i«JT t ^uterantf t?^3tr 4) 1500 ^ 

1700 ^f>T ftWoi ^ ^ f I 

vi. 3IeTM ^ 4t 6IIH ^ ^fT^I t 14? ^0 4 ^ 

g5t 3I{^ W 3144? mciH^kJl tTFT^ 4RR f4?x? t I ?PTte?T: 

4o w? ^ ^rzt^fr ^ yq^lJi f4I^FT ^?4 ?r ^ fMf44? ^ 4i vJcmkh 4) fcnr 

3T4^-44cT 4?? f4?4T 4fT ^{4^ t I 

Vii. 4^ 4T4cTT W4T4 4) f4^ 3T4^j4^, 1994 ^ aiTWm 4T4^ f4?4T 44T STT I 
( i) T744t3rK^ ^T4l44 4FTc^T 54: 441^ ^ f4^4r4, 19 j 5 ^ 3TRT- 
XTHT 4147 f4?4T 441 I 

( ii) 4144 4T4c4 viR4^, 1999 ^ 31T44T4 4T^4H ^ 1^4^ 4FR f4?4T 44T 

841 

viii. tt^ 3IR 1 (4rt4 3T4l?r 1.4.1993 ?4 31.3.1994) 4 HH^k 41^4?^ 4 

k?4T f4? 4lfxl4?l4)'vrf3it 44 %-X?44l31N 4cqkf 4? vidllcIH 44 4FRT ^ 
W 84 (kRT^ f^ 3r484 4^ 4?M 3fl4 ]fntfk44 44 4# ^ ?44Tk? 

4Tk4?T4?Tlt3Tt ^ 414 444«T t + 44^347 ^ 44444 ^ f^). 4? H44 ^ 

4m t k? 1.4.94 44? 44^344 ^0 44R (44? 

4?4^) ^ 4T4r 84, 1.4.94 4?t ^0 441 ^ BmicRUT 4o "J^Rm 44R ^ 

fm 4?4k4T 441 84 I 

44^344 II ^f ^ 3T4k 1 3 TcRJ^, 1994 ^ 31 41^, 1995 44? 8ft | ^ ^144 
44? 4^344 4ft 5T44T 4ft 44ft^ 4?4 1ft4T 44T 84 I ^ 4T4^ ft ftl M l f^ch l ft ft 
ftm fft?4T t fft? 4rrfft4?T4?4t3ft ft4-44ftl344 4^1 ft? 44444 ft? 4TE4 ^ 
W fftrft 34484 ftft ft44 3^4 4#4ft 4ft 4# ftffti ?ft4Tfft? 4Tfft4?T4?4t3ft 

^ 4M v34eW ftl mkcpixl ft 4?^ ftt ftfe fft?4T ^ fft? FTcftfft? 4Tfft4?T4?4t3Tt ft 
3nTft yq^if^icl 4Tfft4? ef^ ft ^ 4?^ fft?4T 84 fft?^ ftt 4? 44ftt3rK 4ftr 4ft 
%ft ft? 4?r44 ft I 
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ix. III fsnsraSt vjft^ 3 i« 3 f^ 1 ariltcT, 1998 ^ 31 1998 ^ 

^ t I ^fkl^ cTR slk ?RcTT ^ ^ TJ^ 

^ f^Ivf ^ 3TmN TTY «[lf^ ^ ^ 1%^n t WF ^ ^ 

cim 3ffY eR?n WtR %-tR^3IR v3?qi^ ^ WOT en I 

X. ^ 3TTWJ ^ ^ ^ t 1% ^ Ao IRR ^ T?2fj IR f^BR 

11600 ^0 ^ ^ wif^R ^ ^ fiRcn wfR sfk ^cMI^h 1^ 
en ; ^ 1999-2000 ^ Ao ^ 12203 ^ftO ^ ^ ^ \3CHiqH 

«n I 

xi. ipT^3TRllft ^0 ^JviRRT tjMK/W ^ ^ ’ft ait^rW fft^T % 1% ^ ^ 

^ 11600 ftto ^ wfftcT ft ft ftrftftR ewcn 625o^fto 
^ «ft I WR, ^ ftfe aiRrlft ^ WTcT ft tftj fto ^ ^ 
ft ti:<J'Jllft4> ’^’1<1l4 ft 'Ml4'JlPl<ib ^ ft tT>5| «n ^ftftcT 

T^3TR1900) I ^ ft % ^ ^ ■'t41<J>r4 ?TS2I ft ^ 

1Rfftt3TR ft 1500 R 1700 ftl^ft^ IJ7T fftftftR ^ ^Rcl ft I 

"RIT ft 1ft ftftrftTJ^ illfttll ^ ^Rft fto ^J'Jl'Oa TRR/TJTTR vj^lft 

5RI rai^fftd ^ ^ w^lfteft eHTlft ftt ?rR-?fR HFT ^ ^ ft I 

3TnY ^nfftlTT IRftSTR ft feF? ft ft \J^|c;'1 'RY Rcpi^ elR ^ '(^'9 

ftt fftftt ^ ^ fftn WcTT ft I ^ HRft ft ’jfft^fjT W "fft ft 
ftR wr ftft XRftaiR ft 7^ 3T«ftT T^3IR ftr ft ftt ft I 

xii. 71^ ft fft 'deiVl ftt ^ eifft ^ JRM Tjoft: 3R7ft<T ft sft? jrftsfj 

^ ft 1ft ft wfiFT ft ft ^EiRfan ft I 

xiii. * 11*1 ol ft 3TTEIR ft C16C1 tlllfttpiqiftaft ft 3ll<4lcl ftt ^TRIT, 

3TRTcT fttnft ^Rntft ft Hlft ft 3FTftR 3TT^ 5R5?T I fifllft ftt^ Sflft ft^ftt 

ft ft <11^ Iftn fftftt ft IftlJ ft 1 ft FISR 'W'CCi: 
3flY 3RftT<T ft 3fR ^ ^ ^ TRft R SUft TijR TJJTft ft v3^ ft 
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V. ^ Tnteigrftfaft ^ ^ gjt ^ i' aimicit ^ ^ t I 

mm 1998-99 ^ 11083 % ^ ^Pf 1999- 

2000 7383 ^0 ^ ^ ^ t I 

(3j ^0 qRlt tfeftitMH I ^ T^, 3I^[^ ft»? f ; 

i. ^ Tutei ^r vj^ srt iSt nra ^>im i ^ i ^ 

^ Tiy vjcT?l«l»?l4 % 1^ cWlf^t^ld wfri ^ ^ vdcvi’ia ■^^^t 3TeHT-3TRE 

3TTf*5^ 3fr7 ^ ^ Rftr mRuhh # fto rht 

I mm ." ^ ^^ ^ 

^ % I w ^r % ^Pf^nr ^irf^ suTHcfr ^ eil^ ?pt ^3crt t ^tth^ 

^ ^ site 

% ‘flRs^h aflY fc^%cT ^ McT^P/ 3TI2TRT^ 3^7 ^4)<?dT3?t gRT 

fip? ^ a«pt ^ ijiRicpitpnIsft ZF>r^ 'd'S'i f^<4i ^ I 

ii. TS* Jlltol^ ^ TlF ^ 3T3#I gR^ # % ^ ^ 

3fk >3^ ■TTRcI 5RI 3ERTt ^ ST^ETcTT I 

iii. FT HH-flii f5[f^ Ril^niprt ^ tif ^ wR ^ 

^ Tnf^npraRiM ^ wat ^ Prfv^d tietrpt afiHmaft f^TTR 
^ I ^^0 IJER SRI >JdIKd RT 7^ W?!?' 1^F0f^ 9THcTT3jt ^ ^ ^T 
FTI^ ^ "El^ ^ EOH ^ 1^ E7JT ^ I FT ^ ^JxRf 

^ ^fPT%RTT 3fiT M^^kldl: ^ ^3[?TT ^ TTflf^IcT »rm ^T 3TRE ^ VIlf^lH ^ ^ f I 

(Tf) ^0 ^THTR ^ 5'S7^vjt 3Tfcp ^ ^ ^TTO f^O, Ao 

^ ■4'3'f^'^ ^ 3TTer ^ P l Rf^%d 3?^^ t- 

i. ’EJ^ ^3?Tr?!J>r ^ ^ ^ t I ’EI^ WTT^ ^Pt ’EITEI R^f ^ % 

afRT^ Tift R5t^ t Rt RF 'FRTE 73^ ^ RTpRI ^ 

t I ^ 3EEft fflRRT 3fhf 3rqit ft?l5t rWt ^ ^ft Rit ^ I 




t^FTi—1] 


MRir : araraRw 


73 


Rq'^OI ^ \3Tiy ^ ^ <^'9 qq^ (^O) frtf^i’S 3^^ 4o '(^'9 

^ P T Hf^R a^ 3f3^ t“ 

i. ^3lfl[^ ^ ^ aElf% ^ t SRI ^!3^cT ^l5t ^Ti^ Sr^ 

'HHjfl PlRlR:-oiMm ^ 'ddi't-qal^l W R'qR ^ ?IS 3FR TJJJ} vjftd 3ft^ 
f^'(^t1 'ilRI ^ vjfT^ft ^ I 7151 ^ ^ 5^: vJ<7rl'di f^RIT W '«q>dl 1^ 

^ ^0 fclf^lt® ^ S5JT cTTHcT ^ ^Tlit 

cim s5TTRn % (^iw 7.11.2001 ^ 

q)|ciq>iai Sir ^ I 

ii. vieil^ SRI jilwlRlc^ S5T viMqVl vic^ldH f^)Xf lyti vjcqicj ^ 

drH7r>l'51 ^ ^tiVl ^ sraRcIT SJT OlflqNI 'dMHlcKll vJEfpT 

■^Md^ ^ feP? ^ITZI f^ql mimi I dt^Vl ^ dl'ld ^ f^Rft JR^R 

^ T3RT^ aWmcTT ^ WJI 5'Hf^ 3RT^ 7l5t ufpft xOt^ 

^cWT RFTcT ^ Wtt ^ WTO ^ W'TT 

■qifB^ I Mlf^q’l’^l ^ ^ 3WST 7^1 ^tlVl SRT cfr>T ^7*11^ ^ ^ 

3nRn 5'«l*iid ^ 3I^dlrl xnl^Tf ^ dl'Ul'l cf)FRT^ ^ ^tvjPTR 

c^ Wita ^ ^ ^ 1000 SWTT^ ^ 'ilvSTHR ^ tl 

WS57T- ^ ^ ^ TTFT^ ^ 3T^*Tf!r ^ ^ W 

wTft t vifr ^^iwrrit. ^tM 3ik 3 ri ^tfttI^ 'dH'Wrsit % v^jjwctt 

^ t I 7I5T ’ft 3T^5‘i‘J7P 7J5 31^ TfR^TT ^ ^ ^ Tjqift^ 

^ smrfftTT TfRft TURT ^ 3rgf^ f^RtTi ^ 7?> ^ wf 

vJH'JiqiTll^ft Tfft R^iftrl ^ ftt JHTTS 'ilc^MI f^PI^ 1%dt Tfft ^O’lld ^ ^R^tR 
sftrm ^R3ff5^ t I 
2. wrftran^jnRT^ 

dtr^tw 3I^fM, ^3^ SRT vJMd*! TIRP? 7 |tt sfR aTRTdt ^ 


STT^tT^T ^ ffti^R ^Rft ^ fllq, RnfdRad ^IcT oZJ^ ch'(ci % \ 
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i. ^ ^ 3HI ^ ^ ^ arrmci ^ 

aitWr ^ 3487*fto ^ 13ftT "flW ^ ^ (iMan^ 

oUNK MBi^bl ^ 3T^^TR TJ? 'Sn^f 3[c|(^ 4039 ^0 '5^ ^ I ^ 'Widl 

^ ^ 31li[ld 5073 '*^^0 'S^T 

^ apsHHI 40 3ITORT 3IK<M3ir7 ^ 3TEqm 39 aTHITcT) t?S5TT % 1 
^ 3Ttqi% ^ arm ^ wrl^r^ t ^ sthit?! 

^ arf^ # 1 

ii. ^3?tm giT v3^K?T ^ 1997-98 ^ 5490 ^0 ^ ?cE^ 1998-99 ^ 

6532 tft. 1999-2000 9224 'tft. 311^ ^ Spsrf^ -^f 7627 ZT ^ 

10169^)^’Fill 

iii. flflHcn Wfm 1997-98 ^ 72.73 % % 1998-99 ^ 42.14 % , 1999- 

2000 -^f 59.5% 1^ W afk ■aiH •^' -q^ 'qz^R 57.13% ^ TRTI 

iv. ^ 1997-98 ^ 6109 ^0 ^ 1998-99 

7617^0 1999-2000 8960^0 ^ 3ftT ^ 31^ ^ 8352 ^fto 

^ (Tirf^ ^ 11136 ^0 ^ ^ I 

V. 3miKT ^ 1998-99 ^ ^0 "^im 31^ f^«T ^ ^f 

1160 ’fto z^ (^rt^ 1546 ^0 e^) 3f[T ti? ^ ^ 

^ 31^ 1152 ’fto ^ ^ 1250 % ZZ (^Tlf^ ^ 1667^0 ZZ) 

^ "fp? 1 1%# ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT7r[cT 1998-99 ^0 % % 4^^ ^ 






[Mini—1] 


MRir nn Tnm: araraRn 


73. 

7.3 % ^?r M ^ «N ■ir ^ aral^r e.ie % ^ 

7.9 % ^ ^ I 

^ siPirat argqTtT 7^ ^ % otw ^ 1998-99 ^0 % ^ ^ 

3mf2r ira^fr^ 15.5 % 1 ^ Tn? ^ ^[=1 ^f> ^r ^ 

^ 10.4 % ^ 4^ 16.7 % ^ -w I 3TPntT sii^ 

^ ^‘^cT # 3lk 8leI^cT #ft3TR ^^> 3TT^ 4 

McT4?r ^3 tT 7^ ^ ^?m4 ^ cT^^> t3I4T 44T % 1 

vi. ’Ei^ 4)T arr^TR %rtt 1998-99 ^ 40.7 % «it ^ ara^R 1999-2000 ^ 

55.87 % 3lk RTxT 3r4f^ 52.74 % ^ 44T I 

vii. ■0^ ^^^PT 45t caimKtTI ^ 1997-98 stR 1998-99 4?r ^cHT ^ Rm 3T4flt. 
wi?f f>Rm^ 3nf 11 

viii. STcffl^' 45t ar^aft ^ ^cMT44, 1 ^, «m4T #7 

45\iT4 a 1998-99 3fl^ 1999-2000 ^cHT ^ 3T4l?[ ^ ^ t 

viCiVr 45t Plnd Rl$n) 4'<^cfl ^ ^Tff mf^ 3TT4Tcfr 4^ 4Rf 4^ 
gW 4jRR f>RI44 3TTt t 3fk an? 3TfcT ^ 45WcT t <?jT45t 4^4 7^ ^ 
f^iRT^ fM4 ^ ^ I 

2. ^ eni4T ^ 5if!r ^ 47 f?rt^ 1%44^ 4TfM 4M 4^ 

vjifm ^ 1^ trt 5t1^-i^^ot 4^ tor 11 ^ ^ piRrabT^ 44 

4T44T % 4^ vldln ^ eif^ 4f%?r 4?f4cr (^3TT^) 44 ^14^44 

^J44 4PT^ 45t ^ HTf^4 4R4 j 3ft7 1crtlR4 RTTRI ^i4^t ETS45t 44 4H45t4RR 
4R^ cf®!! 4^ 'dfej'ln 4Rr 44efaEr ^fT4^ 4^3lt 4>t '(fnf^d 5Ff4T 47 f^4R 
4R^ 44T % I ^Tlf^ ?7r TT^ ^T 4li^ 3TT4raf ^ 447R fl? 4 j! 44 W7T 4jt 
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77 


3TTf^ Wiff^ W TTEPft W ^ 7J^ f qif^ 3TT7nrfr ^ 
iTHcftTI ^T75TR ^0^ cteft ^ ^ # I j^^Tcfi ^71^ STf^ #7T ^ ^ 

5iTf^ ^ 5RT ^jefrTT c^ cTTTrite ffrf^ qf^ t, Mtj ^ |ri 

TH.i tnv#T ^ srt ^ 

f^'*^ qrfM SRT f%^=Tfcrf^ 3f5^?j t - 

(^7) ^0 ?f%7n qy^-^^R 3TTq7 ^ ^^cP6r»;^ ^ f%^=7icT%cT 3r^ f - 

(i) 3Tfm qR^M qWT^^t q7T ar^fxR qTTTJ^ ;jgF ^ t afr? ^ ^ weit 

gNT ^ srZTRr 73fT f rTTf^ % 3?^% ^ g^t^fcTt 4 f1^ cf>q 7^ I 

(ii) IFTT^ 1%^ t cit97 %?T T^cP ^ q?c| t f^lff^ qrf^fqTTft qq 

qrcR-^d) ^c?P cmr^ if otr ^ ?0r xnHq i 

(iii) 3Rt w t f^ RW qgTpft t f!f7 ^ %?[ ^ 1^ t 

qRR qfr 3ff5Rr4cl; 3R^ q77 ^ qfr ^gcT 3TeqTWf§f c^ feR ^ qTTTT^R^ t| 

3R: TjqTjtq^TT Tjafm q? qf^R cFTT SJR ^ ^ qR^M ePTTTJT 

qrHT lenf^ I 

(iv) grom ^ qRq^ f^riqfr ^ ti? ar^rf^ ^ % qr^ftTr f^rf^ qrter^ ^q’q^ 

giEfrq ^ f%cT qTt^ 73TW7 6(5) EOR I 

(v) ^?q^ecT: ^TRtgvnf^ g^ q gyt gmr i 

(vi) qR^ ^ q«2iTrqg7 aqerrq ^ 3?^7TR ^3i3lR f^ff^ qq ^ 

q^ cFTq WcTT I 3#ftcHi qq^Tcfr!] ■girR q fq gR cfft cf^ # 1%> 
^ TjEfm g5t ggrfM f^fr ^ gft qra ^ 

mm qw t i 

(vii) Sffcyf^cFrl, 3fcq qcqjq qST? c^ t f^qcf ?) ■*' 
isRi gfr qqcft t ! 3Tcqflrg7 rst xttf-’-^'^ 
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!aTf ^» - r^ w tor gR 

fi 

(i) 7IF ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^RfTT t 1- ’EI^ if tTR T|Wr TR 3Ttn^ ^ftiTctr 

it ^ c}^ t ^ 60 ^ ?ff^ f^O ^ 88 wtj ?Tf^ tefO ^ ^ t i 

(ii) 3PPR tSR^ f^O cWT Cfq<f>Y^^ gRT 'J81Tf^d T^zf 3TR cp 

^ ^ ^ # 3TT7 % fMt R ¥?T% mi-. ^ ^ f 

f^RT^ wfru ^ oUcj^!!i5-~dl qy ^ q|xTcft t I jjOTcTfff ^tT 

RR ift ^ t I 3TItrf^ ^ I 

^ ^ wy ycT«^ r ^ arg^ ftn? f - 

(i) % Tff^ gR( ^ ^ %fT TTKT t 1% me^M ^TjTcfdT 

^cTCfR qfr 4 WRTRt c|^ ^ttvSTHR tdT |r, c^ f%cfr cJ^T STR ^ Rt sfiR cRTRIT 
■rrirT t. 7r? R ^ ad^W'ffcftcr ^ t i 

(ii) R? t%Rr RRT t RRd it Rg 1RT 3rR R WRM -fJRP RRFt R 

RRcftR RTRfR R5t ^rtncf, 3RRTt?I, cPtf^ RSJT ^ RTdTT^ cftT 3TcRR 

f^TcR t I 

(iii) % 4Tte W? ^ "fic^ t 1% ^ ^ ftPmtdT RTRrM R)T 

■RR ^ ^ f 3ft? 1^t^ fttR cJT^ ir f^f^TR 3mRff R v3TRft gttRcft ^ 

% I ^?itR gRT f^ R?g3ft Rtt 3TT^ citt RTT^ % R 3?tr%d 

^ ^ 3T^^ Ttt Rff f I ito RitR RfRT ?R? ?^gT^ 


H'ft' 


’■RTcJtT 3R[^ cPT TfRetR %RT ^ I 
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2. SRT 

f^f^MldTaft TH MTd'd'^Eft yW cf^ STT^ 

vj T raW r SRT %TT ^ 3T^eit ^ ^ # I WIRTcItT^ TTF ^ cFR^ t 71?- 

1%77r T|;?IT t md^W ^ cT^ ?cfjT^ '^tuFTR nfcl^ IWR M'^-'ir I 

ift dtd: gr?T arrtjf^ ^ ^ cRgaft ^ ^ywfn ?mT 

^ >HH'fui3ff 3ftY ^ ir ^ arpjf^ ^ sw^tr f^jf^ r ^ 4 3r;^ 

RT f I ^ f^f^TR %cT^ mf^iii TR ifr cra^ 

, M l dd ^tfr ^ WR ^ ^ ^ ch^ldd'l ^ ^ t I 7R I^t 

3?^;^ %m Rtt # Rd^T^ cRR % dd ddTT^ OTW f^RTRT 

d q jjrR^ T d?Jm gRT ^ 7?T ^ 3ftR ^ md'Rleft fcTf^mtuT ^RP fuRT^ cfRR gT 

^r|iit cffr t, tf^cfch^l ^8TT 3TT cf^ RW c^ t I 

yrf^ch r ^ f^R yu<!|tcjdr dffrp gRT tR dU'^Idd 3T^?I ^ ^ cp^ ^ ■JT? 
arf^Wd ^zRRT cfRd # crrdd%Eft drpR ^ jntnsR wtrr: ^ «Tf^ ^ ^ 

t ^ RdP ^ 3j^rT <3Jc)gR c^ chROT ^Rc| dtlVl cpt ^ t sft? "iTRcflTJ WRTR A 

cfejT 7T5f^ yfr l~> !-y^ 'i ^ ^ ^ WTffiR ^Rdl t ^ ^ ^ RRR t I 

yrl ^ l ^ ITF Rdd # yrdd^eft cRTR tstR ^ 7T^ cR^aff R dM-yVl ^ 

fc f 1>f^d dRT^ ^ g?nR ^ F ■'dRd % 3ftd FT drMIdl d^T ^ddfc+Rn 

Tjf^Rq^tRTcFRT dSJT 'cj^^d RR '^fr F t I rTFlf^, FFRttff dMlifl F dlycftd 

FRTR A F0^T RP '^T’ft I ^dcP fciy^d ■'TTdd^sft dglF eTPJ cfR^ F 

Fdd gRT RR 3T^f%d RRT FRR ^ sfR d^fPT cFT ?RT V^^ll F? 

dFRr dcp dF^TcRTGft g^r Rra^ F f^FcM 

RJ^ 4 Rf'PRdl Idc^'ift I Mldd'^'I'Jt dMl'^'l gP cRJ dRR ^ ^-/rf *?Rd ^ 3TRT dTdRcf7 
RTlft ;TcPR CRT d# ^ sfPT ?Rrf^ ^yForTiaff dd3^ oRTT^ RFR RFftF f^f^ce 
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^ ^ I—Shc. T 


^ TTF ^ 3jt7 3Tr<jf^ ^ 3T^mHcTT ^ t ^ ’TFRT t % 

^ Ujc^'HIW ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TraTcT 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ SIT^ITrfr ^ -ift ^ 4 SjRl«*i^d 

chyHl % I d<?5 '3M4l'»dl vjtil''! ^Wl ^ '(1<^d ^ 3l^'dK 'ti^lifi ^ 

iJDKIfTT ^ TTTdcpt ^ t, TJ^frcPcT 1^ ^r i^ ^wRJT^'fTR Wlf^diT^ ^ f 

cn"^ Pl'<|tJiy 3TcT; ^ d^ f^nn diJI ^ I ^'H<i' SlHldl, t|^c^ 'diild f^dd 
if ^8TT ^ argftir ^ vJddWr g?t 3 Tt^ gRdi ^ ^ i 

dldd'iltjt ^J^c<h ^ SrzfpvjR Midd cfTf 3T^f%?f ^ cfjRTJT gfJl 5Tf^ ^ <J)ydl ^ 

5'd(cHkl vllftlchf^l if viMificWI xJ^j'pl ^ f^dl cf^ t£|ld ^ ^ ^ PidH ^ 

amiR ^ tTRdMr Prv^iR?! t i 

51 . ^pq 

d«(<€l cR^aft c^ feR Mg'd JpRJ cFT Ptl^y^I diRd 3^1'Hd ^ 3TT^ RP Pdid cnldd, 
#iTRp^ ^ "RR («JRT 3, 3 8 9 ^ ^ d?d dRR Rt ^ t5t^<5R) 

d5n Rcfi 5ip?id ^3cRT^ 5wRr ^ ufr?^ ^ «rR tor w t i 


TJcPrcR tR l^fxfR cFR^ ^ ^ 7RJT t f^:- 

(cf)) yn^lfS <i^Tl ^ ^ 3T5J3T dgi ^ PdIPd d«<€^ d'f^STt ^ dR^ ^ dRd ^ 

Rratd dTMl^ Ijdd d cfvq g?fTTd dR fcRTT ddT t I 

(^) ddTd gn d^ t?ft ^ Rfef d^ cR cpd gitdd if 

^ fTd wdd ^ Rr^ RfRr dd R dRdf^ stItt ^'f^PRrR fcp^ 
dTdl f 3TT t I 

(d) d«itg ci^i'i cfi Tjd d?f arsTcTf d?T d P^ulPd di^cg cR^ait c^ died wyR "er^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Dcpartmcnl of Commerce) 

PIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

FINAL FINDINGS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 18th December, 2001 


Subject: Anti-Dumping investigation concernltiff impoTt« of High 
Styrene Butadiene Copolymer/High Styrene Resin/Rubber (HSRt 
originating in or exported from Poland and Territory of European Union. 

No. 22 / 1 / 2000 -DGAD. — HaVing regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
O Tlcction of anti-dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination 
of fnjuiy) Rules, 1995, thereof : 

A PROCEDURE 

The procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as 
Authority), under the above Rules, received a written application 
from M/s Apar Industries Ltd. and M/s Apeotex Lattices Ltd. 
(hereinafter also referred to as petitioner) having registered 
offices at Apar House, Corporate Park, Sion-Trombay Road, 
Chambur, Mumbai-400021 and 49-53, Mahavir Centre, Plot 
No.77, Sector-17, Vashi, Navi Mumbai-400073 respectively on 
behalf of domestic industry, alleging dumping of High Styrene 
Butadiene Copolymer/High Styrene Resin/Rubber (HSR) 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from Poland and Territory of European Union 
(hereinafter referred to as subject countries). 

ii) Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by the petitioners 
revealed certain deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified 
by the petitioner. The petition was, therefore, considered as 
properly documented. 

iii) The Authority on the basis of prima-facie evidence submitted by 
the petitioner decided to initiate the investigation against 
imports of subject goods from Poland and Territory of European 
Union. The Authority notified the Embassy of Poland and 
Delegation of the European Commission in New 




XVFTI—'SPS 1] 


Hmr ^ TTsm; 


85 


Delhi(hereinafter also called Embassies of the subject countries) 
about the receipt of the dumping allegation before proceeding to 
initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-Rule 5(5) of the 
Rules. 

iv) The Authority issued a public notice dated 20.12.2000 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti- 
Dumping investigations concerning imports of the subject goods 
classified under Custom Code 4002.1902 of Schedule I of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or exported from Poland 
and Territory of European Union. 

v) The Authority notified preliminary findings dated 13.3.2001 and 
forwarded a copy of the prelim inaiy findings to the known 
interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if 
any, on the preliminary findings within forty days of the date of 
the letter. 

vi) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings 
to the Embassy of the subject countries in New Delhi with a 
request that the exporters/pr oducers of subject goods and other 
interested parties may be advised to furnish their views on the 
preliminary findings in the time frame as stipulated in (v) above. 

vii) The Authority foi-warded a copy of the public notice to all the 
known exporters (whose details were made available by 
petitioner) and industry/user associations and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known in writing in accordance 
with the Rule 6(2), 6(3) and 6(4) . 

viii) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to 
present their views orally on 9.5.2001 in accordance with Rule 
6(6). All parties presenting views were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed. The parties were advised to 
collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and 
offer rebuttals, if any; 

ix) The Authority made available the public file as per Rule 6(7) to 
all interested parties containing non-confidential version of all 
evidence submitted by various interested parties for inspection, 
upon request. Also on request of certain interested parties 
regarding additional information from the petitioner for offering 
comments was also made available to the extent it vvo^; icl' . r 
feasible and permissible within the Rules; 

x) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) to airange details of imports of subject goods made in 
India during the past three years, including the period of 
investigation. 
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xi) Responsc/information to the preliminary findings/disclosure 
were filed by the following interested parties:- 

Domestic Industry 

(i) M/s Apar Industries Ltd. 

(ii) M/s Apeotex Lattices Ltd. 

Exporter 

(i) M/s Firma Chemiezna Dwory SA, Poland 

(ii) M/s Bayer International S.A. Switzerland 

(hi) M/s Enichem S.p.A. Italy 

Importers/User Associations 

(i) M/s All India Federation of Rubber Footwear 
Manufacturers, New Delhi 

(ii) M/s All India Rubber Industries Association, Mumbai 
(hi) M/ s New India Rubber Works Pvt. Ltd., Calcutta 

(iv) M/s Banik Rubber Industries, Calcutta 

(v) M/s Paragon Rubber Industries 

(vi) M/s Paragon Polymers Products Ltd. 

(vii) M/ s Malaya Trade Impex Polymers 

(viii) M/s Small Scale Rubber Industries Association 

(ix) M/s Rishiroop Polymers Pvt. Ltd. 

(x) M/s Leo Rubbers 

xii) Arguments raised by the interested parties before announcing 
the preliminary findings, which have been brought out in the 
preliminary findings notified have not been repeated herein for 
sake of brevity. However, the arguments raised by the interested 
parties subsequently to preliminary finding and disclosure have 
been appropriately dealt in these findings; 

xiii) Optimum cost of production and cost to make and sell the 
subject goods in India was worked out on the basis of Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and by analysing the 
cost information furnished by the petitioners. 

xiv) The Authority verified the information provided by the 
petitioners to the extent considered necessary and also 
conducted on spot verification of the data furnished by M/s 
Firma Chemiezna Dwory SA., the exporter from Poland . 
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(xv) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to 
known interested parties on 22.11.2001. 

(xvi) *** in this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the 
Authority under the Rules. 

(scvii) The period of investigation (POT) considered is 1.1.2000 to 
30.9.2000 

B. VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY. EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS. 
USER ASSOCCIATIONS AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES & 
EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed 
in the preliminary findings and also in the disclosure statement. The 
views which have not been discussed earlier in the preliminary 
findings and disclosure statement and those now raised in response to 
the disclosure statement are discussed in the relevant paras herein 
below to the extent these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing 
upon the case. Certain interested parties have indicated that views 
expressed by them are not taken into account in the disclosure 
statement. The Authority has considered ail views expressed by the 
interested parties to the extent they are relevant as per rules and have 
bearing on the case and have been appropriately considered in these 
findings. The arguments raised by the interested parties have been 
examined, considered and, wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant 
paras herein below. 

C. l PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION & LIKE ARTICLE 


a) The following submissions ' e been made by M/s Apar Industries 
Ltd, and M/s Apeotex Lattices Ltd 

(i) The product involved in this in estigation is High Styrene Butadiene 
copolymer. It is also commonly known as HSR or High Styrene Resin / 
Rubber. It has been referred to as HSR in these submissions. HSR 
can be of various grades and can be supplied in various forms. The 
present investigations is against all grades and forms of HSR imported 
from Poland and European Union (EU). HSR is manufactured by 
producers of Styrene Butadiene Rubber (SBR) only and is consumed in 
the rubber industry. HSR can be sub-divided into two categories; 

(a) SBR 1900 series - Emulsion Resin Rubber Masterbatch also 
called High Styrene Resin Masterbatch, 

(b) High St 3 T'ene Reinforcement Pol 3 rmers (HSBR). 
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The SBR 1900 series is a blend or masterbatch of two latexes - 
Styrene Butadiene Latex and High Styrene Resin Latex. HSBR is a 
product prepared by direct pol 5 niierization of high levels of styrene with 
butadiene. The product under consideration is imported under 
Chapter 39 and 40. The difference between the goods imported under 
Chapter 39 & 40 is that of percentage content of styrene, which does 
not render the product as different and the product still has almost 
similar technical and commercial applications. 

(ii) It has been argued by the opposing interested parties that the 
petitioners have defined the product differently in this investigation as 
compared to the previous investigation. These parties have further 
attempted to justify that the product falling under Chapter 39 and 40 
are different. To put otherwise, these parties have argued that the 
product under consideration can not fall under two Customs 
Chapters. It is submitted that entire argument on this account is 
without basis and without appreciation of the purpose for which the 
customs classification is mentioned. 

(iii) At the outset, it is submitted that the petitioners are entitled to seek 
investigations and anti-dumping duty on that product which has been 
imported into India and like article of which is being produced in the 
Country. Further, while deciding the scope of the investigations, the 
issue of like article has to be kept in mind. In case like product is not 
included, the entire exercise may be become futile. It would be relevant 
to refer to the order of the CEGAT in this regard in the matter relating 
to Oxo Alcohols, which states as under: 

" The Designated Authority has not come to the conclusion that 

Normal Hexanol has characteristics closely resembling 
those of the other articles under investigation. What the 
Authority found is that the product manufactured by use of 
Normal Hexanol can substitute the product manufactured by other 
Oxo Alcohols. ” (emphasis added). 

It is evident from the above that any product type which is like 
article to the imported article has to be included within the 
scope of the present investigations. 

iv) The purpose of customs classification is to help in understanding the 
product. Rule 12(ii) and 17(2)(ii) states as under in this regard 

“a description of the article which is sufficient for customs 
purposes" 

Thus, the description of the article should be sufficient for the 
purpose of customs understanding. The description of the article 
governs the scope of the customs classifications. The customs 
classification can not govern the scope of the product. 
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fv) Rule 4{l)b dealing with the duties of the Designated Authority provides 
that it shall be the duty of the Designated Authority to identify the 
article liable for anti-dumping duty. Thus, the issue of customs 
classification is not binding on the Designated Authority. 

vi) The real test for inclusion or otherwise of goods falling under Chapter 
39 and 40 lies in the test of like article. It is submitted in this regard 
that the Polish producers (and possibly the European Union 
producers) produces different grades of HSR (even though this 
information has been suppressed by the Polish producer). The grades 
produced by the company include KER 1904, KER 1909 and KER 
9000. As per literature of Polish producer, all these grades fall under 
High Styrene Rubber (HSR). We request the Designated Authority to 
direct the exporter to disclose the composition and specifications of 
these products and examine whether any of these would be assessable 
under Chapter 39 for the purpose of customs classification. Further, 
we request the Designated Authority to examine whether these three 
grades are like articles. We submit that these three grades are like 
articles in terms of characteristics such as physical & chemical 
characteristics, production technology, functions & uses, product 
specifications, distribution & marketing of the goods. These grades 
are technically and commercially substitutable and the consumers can 
use them interchangeably. We submit that the grades are like articles 
in terms of these characteristics. 

vli) It is not necessary that the exporter should have exported all 
grades/forms of the product for being included in the scope of the 
investigations. There are invariably a number of types of the product 
which would not have been exported in the investigation period, yet 
the same are required to be kept within the scope of the investigations, 
in so long as these are like article to the product involved. 

vili) It would be misrepresentation of facts to state that the previous 
investigations did not have any connection with HSR. The preliminary 
findings notified by the Designated Authority in the previous 
investigations are quite elaborate on this account and clearly indicate 
that SBR 1900 series was within the scope of the investigations in 
the previous investigations. 

ix) Assuming though not admitting that the product involved in the 
previous investigation did not include other types of HSR, the same 
does not in any event prevent the petitioners from including these 
types within the scope of the present investigations. Assuming though 
not admitting that the petitioners in the previous case did not take due 
care of the product involved, the same does not imply that the 
petitioners in this case should follow the same. The two investigations 





90 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


are distinct and different investigations and the scope of the 
investigations in the previous case does not grant any liberty to the 
opposing interested parties on this account in the present 
investigations. We rely upon the investigations in the case of polyester 
film by European Union against Korea also, wherein the product under 
consideration was changed against the same country for the same 
product. 

In response to the disclosure, the following «nbml*slon has been 
made;- 


1) We reiterate our earlier submissions on the product under 
consideration. 

ii) It is noted that the Designated Authority has proposed to clarify that 
the product does not include Polystyrene, Thermoplastic elastomer. 
Acrylonitrile - Butadiene Styrene copol 5 nners and Styrene acrylonitrile 
copolymers. The Domestic Industry has no objection to such a 
clarification, which should take care of the repeated argument of 
opposing interested parties with regard to possible charging of duties 
on other products falling under Chapter 39. However, it is clarified 
that neither the Domestic Industry has demanded nor Designated 
Authority has imposed anti dumping duty on any product being 
imported under Chapter 39. The Domestic Industry has demanded 
duty on the subject goods, if imported under Chapter 39. It cannot 
certainly be the case of the opposing parties that HSR if sought to be 
cleared under Chapter 39 should not attract duty and it is not the 
case of the Domestic Industiy that if other products if imported under 
Chapter 39 should also attract duty, when the Domestic Industiy is 
seeking duties only on HSR. 

iii) With regard to other types of HSR being produced by the exporters 
(which have not been exported to India in the investigation period), it 
is submitted that all these t 3 TDes are required to be included within the 
scope of duties, as these various other types of HSR being produced by 
the subject exporters are like article to HSR exported to India in the 
investigation period. 

iv) With regard to the issue of like article, it is submitted that the goods 
being produced by the Domestic Industry are like article to the goods 
being imported from subject countries. We rely upon our earlier 
submission. 

v) It has been argued by the other interested parties that no evidence has 
been provided by the petitioners nor any analysis carried by the 
Designated Authority in the preliminary findings that the two products 
(imported under Chapter 39 and 40) is like article. This is factually 
incorrect, as the petitioners have provided sufficient evidence in as 
much as the following have been provided to the Designated Authority 
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showing interchangeability of the goods imported under Chapter 39 
and 40 as per letters of Customs; Literature of Dwoiy, the exporter 
from Poland, letter from IISRP clarifying the technical information 
about SBR 1900 series and details of transaction-wise imports from 
PPR, clearly showing that the goods have been imported from other 
countries under Chapter 39 as well as 40. 

b. M/» Firma Chemiczna Dwory S.A.. Poland have made the following 
submissions; - 


(i) It has been mentioned in the written submissions that “the 
difference between goods imported under chapter 39 8s 40 is that of 
percentage content of styrene, which does not render the product 
as different and the product still has almost_similar technical and 
commercial applications” (emphasis added). It is observed that no 
basis has been supplied by the petitioners nor is any such analysis 
visible in the preliminaiy findings that the two products have 
‘almost’ similar technical and commercial applications. In this 
connection, it is submitted that the determination of like articles 
has to be made by a positive and affirmative finding and not only 
on the basis of the contentions made by the petitioners. 

(ii) The petitioners have further attributed to the opposing Interested 
Parties the contention that the product under consideration for the 
purpose of anti-dumping cannot fall under two different customs 
headings. It may be stated that as far as this exporter is 
concerned, we submit that no statement was made by us that the 
product under consideration for the purpose of anti-dumping 
investigation cannot fall under two different customs headings. 
The petitioners have inaccurately attributed such statement to the 
‘opposing parties’ and then have gone ahead to justify the same. It 
has been vehemently argued in the written submissions that the 
customs classification is not relevant for the purpose of anti¬ 
dumping investigations. The basic assertion seems to be that since 
the product under consideration in the Petition and consequently 
the initiation notification covers both resins as well as rubber, there 
cannot be any comments or arguments advanced on the scope of 
investigations. This, it is submitted is clearly erroneous. The 
Hon’ble Designated Authority needs to record a finding on the 
product under consideration and the like article. 

(iii) In this connection, it is our submission that nowhere have we made 
the statement that the product under consideration cannot fall 
under two or more headings or sub-headings of the customs 
classification. It may also be mentioned that in this case the issue 
is that of two different ‘chapters’ and not two different headings as 
made out by the domestic industry. We would like to respectfully 
submit to your Honour that we have painstakingly surveyed the 
literature on the subject and we could not find any parallel where 
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two products falling under two different chapters have been held as 
like articles. We have made effort to look for cases in different 
regimes where the product under consideration could be as broad 
as covering two entirely different chapters but have not been able to 
locate any such reference. It is in this connection that we brought 
to the kind attention of the Hon'ble Designated Authority the 
system of HS Classification which though not binding on the 
Authority certainly has tremendous persuasive value. The scheme 
of classification is designed to classify the products according to 
their degree of differentiation. Thus, the higher the level of 
classification, higher would be the product differentiation. For 
example, the two digit level would be for Organic Chemicals, 
Fertilizers, Plastics and Articles thereof, etc., while the six digit level 
would be the product groupings within the chapter heading. The 
degree of differentiation is thus obvious and cannot be ignored by 
the Hon'ble Designated Authority._This would perhaps be the first 
case in the entire jurisprudence of anti-dumping that products 
falling under two different Chapters are considered as like articles. 

(iv) Both Apar and Apcotex make “High Styrene Rubbers ” only which 
are classified as “Synthetic Rubbers” falling under Chapter 40 of 
the Custom Tariff Act. This is confirmed by their own statements 
in their Balance Sheet. Kind attention is invited to the Directors’ 
report attached to Apar’s Balance Sheet of 1998-99 as well as 
Schedule 21 of the same Balance Sheet at Serial (i) where APAR 
have clearly classified their high styrene rubber as “Synthetic 
Rubber”. Apar is trying to confuse the Authority by talking of SBR 
1900 series and High Styrene Butadiene masterbatches. The fact 
of the matter is that they are making “Synthetic Rubber” which 
meet the definition as stipulated under Chapter Note No. 4(a) to 
Chapter 40 of the Customs Tariff Act and their product does not 
meet the definition of Chapter note (i) to Chapter 39 of the Custom 
Tariff Act. 

(v) Styrene Butadiene Co-polymer resins or Polymers fall under 
Chapter heading 3903.90 and they are not the same as Styrene 
Butadiene Rubbers falling under Chapter 40 of the Customs Tariff 
Act. 

(vi) During a previous Anti-dumping investigation in the matter of SBR 
from several countries including Korea RP, the Authority had held 
in its preliminary and final findings that the product “High Styrene 
Resin” and St 3 a'ene Butadiene Co-Polymer Resin are not the 
product under consideration when the same arguments were put 
forth by the same petitioner in that proceedings. This matter was 
further confirmed in the CEGAT in an appeal filed by Relaxo 
Rubber Ltd. In their final Order No. 164/165- 2001-A dated 
26/4/2001, the CEGAT Tribunal held that the product “Styrene 
Butadiene Co-Polymer Resin” has no relation with “Styrene 
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Butadiene Rubbe r” falling under Chapter heading 4002. Thus, it is 
respectfully submitted that there can be no controversy on the 
issue of the product under consideration in so far as the product 
produced both by Apar and Apcotcx is “Styrene Butadiene Rubber” 
falling under Chapter 4002 and since they do not manufacture any 
“Styrene Butadiene Co-Pol 3 mier resins” falling under Chapter 
3903.90, they cannot claim that such products should be included 
under the scope of present investigation. 

(vii) In their submissions dated 23/5/2001, at Para (i) the Petitioners 
have cited a recent CEGAT order in the antidumping matter related 
to Oxo Alcohols. It is submitted this is mis-leading. In the referred 
to CEGAT order, as published in 2001 (130) ELT-58 (Tri-Del), the 
Tribunal has clearly held at Para 9 of their finding that “Normal 
Hexanol is not one manufactured or produced by Domestic 
Industry. So, its import cannot cause injury to Domestic Industry”. 
In order for the product to be treated as “like article” the Authority 
must arrive at finding that such products themselves have 
characteristics closely resembling each other. In the present case 
since it is clearly and technically obvious that Styrene Butadiene 
Co-Polymer Resins do not meet the characteristics of Styrene 
Butadiene Rubber as outlined in Chapter Note 4 (a) of Chapter 40 
in the Customs Tariff Act that they do not have characteristics 
closely resembling each other. Therefore, they are not “like 
articles”. 

(viii) It is already a settled matter in the previous anti dumping finding 
where the Authority held that SBR as not like articles or product 
under consideration with “Styrene Butadiene Co-Polymer Resins” 
the same applies in this proceeding as well and the product under 
consideration, therefore, has necessarily to be restricted to any or 
all Styrene Butadiene Rubbers falling under Chapter 40 only which 
represent the product actually produced by the domestic industry. 

(ix) Not withstanding the above and without prejudice, we submit that 
there are several other St 3 Tene Butadiene Co-Polymers Resins 
falling under Chapter 3903.90 which are never used in the rubber 
industry and which would fall under ambit of Anti-dumping duty 
were the Authority to ever consider that they were like articles to 
HSR. By way of examples, we cite the following products;- 

i. “Styrolux”- produced by BASF, Germany 

ii. “K-Resin” - produced by Phillips Petroleum, USA 

iii. “Asaflex”- produced by Asahi Kasei, Japan. 

(x) Out of the examples of Styrene Butadiene co-Polymer resins cited 
above, “Styrolux” is produced in EU and antidumping duty would 
become leviable on it were the Authority to enlarge the scope of the 
product under consideration to Chapter heading no. 3903.90. This 





product is not “like article" to the HSR produced by the domestic 
industry and under no circumstances can any antidumping duty 
be levied on it. 

(xi) It is submitted that the Designated Authority had consciously and 
deliberately kept resins out of the purview of the product under 
consideration in the earlier findings obviously for the reasons that 
the two products fell under two different chapters. 

(xii) It is also interesting to see the reference to the ‘case of polyester 
film by European Union against Korea also, wherein the product 
under consideration was changed against the same country for the 
same product’. We earnestly submit that such citations without 
giving the full reference and attaching or quoting at least the 
relevant extracts cannot be permitted to be taken on record. In any 
case, it is our understanding that in the above-referred case, the 
product description was changed but each time the coverage or 
scope of investigation was narrowed down. The case referred by the 
petitioners, therefore, support the case of the exporters and the 
user industry more than that of the domestic industry. 

(xiii) We also wish to submit that as per our understanding, the EU 
distinguishes the PCN at the eight or ten-digit or even higher level 
and the same was done in this case also. In contrast, the domestic 
industry in this case has been pleading for clubbing of two 
products at the two digit (Chapter) level. This is not borne out of 
the international jurisprudence nor from the earlier two decisions of 
the Hon'ble Designated Authority. This is without prejudice to our 
submission the fact that res judicata will operate prohibiting the 
Hon'ble Designated Authority to take a different view in the instant 
case as a positive determination has been made by the Hon'ble 
Designated Authority in quasi-judicial proceedings on product 
under consideration as well as like articles. 


Further, in the case of SBR cited by the petitioners, the position of 
the Hon'ble Designated Authority is clear beyond any doubt; 


“The Authority observes that items falling under 3903.90 are not 
the product under consideration and SBR in 1000 «eriea is 
not produced by petitioner and thn» are not product 
under consideration ” (emphasis added). 


(xv) The ratio of the decision in the above case is squarely applicable on 
the facts of this case also and to that extent are binding on the 
Hon'ble Designated Authority. The linkage of the two cases cannot 
be better explained than the submissions made by the Petitioners 
themselves in their written submissions; 


In para 6 of the written submissions, the petitioners have stated as under; 
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“It would be a misrepresentation of facts to state that the previous 
investigations did not have anv connection with HSR " 

In para 7, it has been categorically asserted that: 

“The two investigations are distinct and different investigations and 
the scope of the investigations in the previous case does not 
grant any." (emphasis added) 

(xvi) Thus, while it would be clear from the above that the petitioners 
have taken shifting stands as and when it suited them. The 
current investigation is not being seen as a different investigation 
from the previous one either by the domestic industry or by the 
exporters in so far as the issues of product under consideration and 
like articles are concerned. The doctrine of res judicata will be 
applicable on this ground also. 

(xvii) We had also made a specific argument during the public hearing to 
the effect that if the customs classification is different to the extent 
of two different chapters and not merely headings or sub-headings, 
the responsibility on the domestic industry to prove that the two 
products falling under two different chapters are like articles is 
much more. Unfortunately, as stated earlier, we do not find any 
basis in the petition or in the preliminary findings as to how the 
test of likeness’ for products belonging to two different' chapters 
was passed. In fact, the preliminary findings are not clear whether 
any such test was applied. It is a well settled principle of law that 
the evidence is to be led by the party that makes the assertion. 
Note on Section 101 of the Evidence Act 1872: 

Section 101 - Burden of Proof: “Whoever desires any Court to give 
judgment as to any legal right or liability dependent on the 
existence of facts which he asserts, must prove that those facts 
exist ...” 

(xviii) We had also contended that resins have been included on the 
grounds that rubber falling under chapter 40 has been cleared 
under Chapter 39 also. We still submit that what was cleared 
under chapter 39 was indeed resins and not rubber unless the 
Hon’ble Designated Authority has any different evidence. We 
earnestly request that the Designated Authority may kindly 
ascertain the facts in this regard from the customs authorities. 

In response to the disclosure. M/s Firma Chemcizna Dwory SA have 

made the following submissions:- 

(i) M/s Firma have reiterated the submissions made by them on these 
issues earlier. 
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c) M/« Bayer International 8A Switgerland have made the following 
snbml»Bion». 


(i) The importer consignment are cleared by the exporter under Chapter 
39 or 40 which however can be ascertained conclusively only from the 
importer. M/s Bayer International has also indicated their exports to 
India and production during POL 


d) M/s All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Mannfacturea and 

M/s Paragon have made the following submissions; 

(i) At the outset it must be pointed out that the products under 
investigation as are set out in the petition is unduly broad and 
without justification. The jurisprudence on anti dumping suggests 
that the product under consideration should always be the 
narrowest group of products in order to ensure that there is no 
undue protection to the domestic industry. In this case, as 
elaborated in the following paras, the Domestic Industry has 
attempted to include products, which should not have been 
included in the scope of investigations in the first place. 

(ii) It may be pointed out that in the first investigation concerning 
the import of SBR from Japan, Korea, Turkey, Taiwan, USA, 
Germany and France the product involved was Styrene Butadiene 
Rubber classified under custom sub-heading 4002.19. 

(iii) In that particular case, the “domestic industry’ was M/s Synthetics 
and Chemicals, who manufactured all types of SBR. 

(iv) In this present case on HSR(SBR 1900 Series) the Petitioners (M/s 
Apar Industries Ltd. and M/s Apcotex Lattices Ltd.) have in the 
petition asked for investigation in to High Styrene Butadiene Coo- 
pol 3 nners. They go on to state;- 

“This is also called High Styrene Resin/Rubber (HSR). HSR covers 
SBR 1900 series and HSBR. SBR 1900 series refers to High 
Styrene Resion Masterbatch(also called Emulsion Resin Rubber 
Masterbatch). HSBR rerers to High Styrene Reinforcement 
Polymers. HSR can be of various grades and can be supplied in 
various forms...” 

(v) It is noteworthy that even in the first case concetning SBR the 
Hon;ble Designated Authority excluded Resin from the scope of the 
investigation. The HonTile CEGAT on 26.4.2001 confirmed this 
finding (Final Order No.l64-165/2001-A). The HonTile CEGAT cited 
with approval the final order of the Designated Authority dated 2^^ 
June, 1999. In particular paragraph 7 was reproduced. 
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“While submitting the evidence that HSR 1900 sries. is also being 
imported under Chapter 39, the Authority observes that the item 
cleared under Chapter 39 is “Elastomer Resin KHS 68” and thus is 
not under the nomenclature of “Synthetic Rubber.” 

Clearly the HonTale Designated Authority intended to only impose 
duty on Synthetic Rubber. Hower, as is evident from the petition, 
the petitioners have through a very convoluted manner sought to 
include not only all types of HSR within the purview of the 
investigation (i.e. 1500 and 1700 series) but also Resins which have 
been conclusively held not to be “Synthetic Rubber”. They do not 
manufacture the co-polymers and resins, sought to be included by 
them. It is admitted that the petitioners do not manufacture any 
thing other than HSR 1900 grade. 

By broadening the scope of the product under investigation, the 
petitioners have surreptitiously sought to include products, which 
they do not manufacture. 

(vi) It is, submitted that by including co-polymers in the description of 

the product under consideration, the petitioners are seeking to 
include certain types of plastics, which are clearly not “Synthetic 
Rubber”. Not one iota of evidence is produced to show that 
synthetic rubber is coming under 

under Chapter 39. We urge the Hon'ble Designated Authority to 
kindly get the facts ascertained from the Ministry of Finance if any 
Synthetic Rubber has been cleared by the Customs under Chapter 
39. As was submitted to the Hon'ble Designated Authority during 
the hearing, there is no question of synthetic rubber coming under 
Chapter 39 as the latter covers only the items classified under that 
chapter in terms of the Notes to Chapters 39 and 40. Broad based 
imposition of duties based on mere allegations by the Petitioners 
can have a devastating effect on the user industiy. 

(vii) Consequently it must be clarified that the product under 
consideration is only High Styrene Rubber, i.e. SBR 1900 Series 
which is a blend of masterbatch of 2 Latexes - Styrene Butadiene 
Latex and High Styrene Latex falling under the Chapter Heading 
4002.19. Anything else is not manufactured by the Petitioners and 
cannot fall under the purview of the Product Under Consideration. 

(viii) It is submitted that any other description or heading will be ultra 
vires the scope of the investigation. The product under 
consideration is Styrene Butadiene Rubber 1900 series i.e., HSR, 
and the same must follow the precedent as laid down by the 
Honourable Designated Authority in the first SBR case. 

(ix) As was submitted to the Designated Authority during the hv^aring, 
we apprehend that the information submitted by the Domestic 
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Industry and accepted by the Designated Authority for the purpose 
of preliminary findings may not be factually correct.^ We would 
most respectfully submit th+at the authenticity of the claim that 
synthetic rubber is being cleared under Chapter 39 also, may be 
verified from any possible source at the command of the Designated 
Authority. We still believe that there is no question of synthetic 
rubber coming under Chapter 39 as the latter covers only the items 
classified under the chapter in terms of the Notes to Chapters 39 
and 40. Broad-based imposition of duties based on mere 
allegations by the petitioners can have a devastating effect on the 
user industiy. 

In response to the Disclosure, M/s All fedia Federation of 
Rubber Footwear Manufacturers has made the following eubSnission:- 

(i) Our arguments put forth in our submissions have either not been 

taken into consideration or have been brushed aside as a result of 
which the Anti-dumping Authority has erroneously exceeded the 
scope of review envisaged under Rule 23 with regard to ‘Product 
under Consideration” whereas in the original final findings dated 
2.6.1999 the Designated Authority has restricted the scope of the 
“Product under Consideration.” 

2. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The AuthoriOty notes the submissions made by various interested 
parties regarding the product under consideration being quite broad based 
and also that the goods manufactured by the Domestic Industry are not like 
article to the goods imported from the subject countries. The Authority also 
notes that it has been indicated that both M/s Apar Industries Ltd. and M/s 
Apcotex Lattices Ltd. make High Styrene Rubber(HSR) and that this product 
would only fall under Chapter 40 of the Customs classification and also that 
in the previous anti dumping investigation of SBR from the subject 
countries, classification regarding this product has already been given. The 
Authority notes that it has been argued that the product is broad enough and 
extends to two chapters of customs classification whereas Chapter 39 
pertains to Resins and not to rubber, the products which the Domestic 
Industiy manufactures. It has also been indicated that hy virtue of such a 
broad based coverage certain category of products like Asailex from Japan, 
Styrolus from Germany and K-resin from USA would also attract anti 
dumping duty even though they may not be covered in the scope of the 
inve^ltgation. The Authority also notes that specifically the practice of EU has 
been quoted in reference to the definition of the product under consideration. 

The Authority after carefully examining into the above arguments holds 
that the product under consideration as defined in the initiation notification 
and subsequently in the preliminary findings in Para C(l) is different by 
virtue of being wider from the product under consideration as defined in the 
earlier investigation on SBR from Japan, Korea, USA, Turkey and Taiwan 
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being referred to by various interested parties in the foregoing para. The 
Authority noting the submissions made by various interested parties that 
certain category of goods would not fall under the scope of investigation viz. 
Asaflex from Japan, Styrolus from Germany and K-resin from USA confirms 
the product under consideration as indicated in the preliminary findings in 
Para C(l) but with exclusion of certain category of goods as indicated below. 
The product under consideration is defined as under:- 

“High St 5 n'ene Butadiene Copolymer, also called High Stj^ene Resin/Rubber 
(HSR) of all grades and forms. HSR covers SBR 1900 series referring to High 
Styrene Resin Latex Master batch and HSBR referring to High Styrene re- 
informement Polymer. The product does not include Polystyrene, 
Thermoplastic elastomer, Acrylonitrile-Butadiene Styrene copolymers. 
Styrene-acrylonitrile copolymers. Also SBR 1500 and 1700 Series are not 
covered in the product. 

As regards the customs classification and the product under 
consideration, the Authority notes the submissions specifically made by 
various interested parties and holds that depending on the Styrene content, 
the product can be imported under Chapter 40, Custom Head 4002.19 (ITC 
classification 4002.1902) (Styrene Butadiene Rubber with Styrene content of 
over 50%) and Chapter 39, Custom Head 3903.90 (ITC Classification 
3903.9000) (Polymers of Styrene in primary form other than Polystyrene, Styrene- 
Acrylonitrile copolymers 8s Acrylonitrile-Butadine-Styrene copolymers). 

Recalling Hon'ble CEGAT’s order No. 20& 21/2000 dated 2.2.2000, 
the Authority also holds that the custom classification is relevant to the 
extent the product can be specifically defined and that irrespective of 
classification under the customs head the description of the product as 
illustrated above is binding. The Authority also recalls the catalyst case 
wherein the subject goods were cleared under two chapters of customs 
classification. 

The Authority notes that certain submissions have been made .oh 
quality and standard of the subject goods supplied by Domestic Industry. At 
the same time views have been expressed that Domestic Industry is unable to 
meet the demand of subject goods in totality. There is an inherent 
contradiction in these submissions to the extent that as such the users are 
sourcing the material from domestic producers and also disputing quality. 
The Authority, therefore, holds that the quality and standards claims of the users 
are unsubstantiated, not quantified and are therefore rejected. 

The Authority also notes the submissions made by various interested 
parties regarding the goods manufactured by the Domestic Industry not being 
like article to the goods imported from subject countries and that the test of 
likeness has not been spelt out in the preliminary findings. The Authority 
noting the data provided by the exporter M/s Firma Chemcizna Dwoiy SA, 
Poland holds that the goods exported by them to India during the POI and the 
goods produced by the Domestic Industry have closely resembling 
characteristics. The goods exported from Poland were used in similar uses 
like the domestic product and that there is technical and commercial 
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substitutability of these goods with reference to usage by certain common 
customers in footwear/ other applications. The Authority, also notes that 
besides the grade KER 1904 which has been exported by the exporter from 
Poland, the other grades viz. KER 1909 and KER 9000 manufactured by them 
also have characteristics closely resembling the goods exported by them,and 
are also used for similar end uses and.are also therefore within the purview of 
investigation and qualify the test of like article. The Authority also notes that 
1;Jie goods produced by the Domestic Industry are also technically and 
commercially substitutable with characteristics closely resembling the goods 
exported by M/s Bayer International SA Switzerland in terms of end use both 
application and customer-wise. The Authority therefore recalls and confirms 
the finding on like article as indicated in Para C(2) of the preliminary 
findings. 

D. 1 STANDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

a) M/s Apar Industries Limited and M/s Apeotex Lattices Limited have 
made the following submissions:- 

(i) We reiterate our earlier submissions on the standing of the Domestic 
Industry, which are not being repeated for sake of brevity. The 
petitioners satisfy the conditions of standing and constitute the 
Domestic Industry within the meaning of the Rules. 

b) All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturers and M/s 
Paragon Rubber have made the following submissions: 

(i) The petitioners have stated in this petition that M/s Synthetics and 
Chemicals Limited have recently stopped production but surprisingly 
have sought to include their data for purposes of injury. 

(ii) This is all the more surprising since in 1999 the petitioners filed a 
petition against import of NBR from Taiwan and in that petition 
categorically stating that M/s Synthetics and Chemicals had 
suspended its production for the past many years. 

(hi) M/s Synthetics and Chemicals Limited cannot be included as the 
Domestic Industry as they have ceased production since about three 
years and accordingly cannot be included even for injury purposes. 

(iv) If M/s Synthetics and Chemicals Ltd. is to be included as part of the 
Domestic Industry for injuiy (as the Petitioners seem to have done), 
the petitioners - M/s Apar Industries Ltd. and Apeotex Lattices Ltd. 
do not have sufficient standing to file this petition, as M/s synthetics 
and Chemicals Ltd. accounted for over 85% of the domestic HSR 
production in India. If their capacity is to be counted, then clearly 
with 15% capacity the petitioners cannot file this petition. 
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(v) Furthermore, assuming without admitting that the petitioners 
comprise “Domestic Industry" then based upon the same ‘confidential 
data" from the same ‘Public Sources" that the petitioners rely upon, it 
appears that M/s Apar Industries Limited have themselves imported 
rubber under the classification 4002.1900 from UK, which is a part of 
the European Union. It is submitted that based on this alone, the 
Honhle Designated Authority should consider if M/s Apar Industries 
must be removed from the Domestic Industry. It also shows that full 
facts were not brought to the notice of the Designated Authority at the 
time of initiation. 


2. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY! 


The Authority notes that it has been indicated by certain interested 
parties that if the data of M/s Synthetics and Chemicals Ltd., a domestic 
producer of SBR is included for the purpose of costing and injury analysis, 
the petitioners would not qualify for the purpose of standing for this petition 
and that M/s Apar Industries Ltd. has also imported the subject goods from 
territory of EU in the POL The Authority noting the above submissions 
holds that M/s Apar and M/s Apcotex have not imported the subject goods 
in the POI and that M/s Synthetic and Chemicals Ltd have closed their 
production and have not produced the subject goods during the POI and 
that M/s Apar Industries Ltd. and M/s Apcotex Lattices Ltd. qualify as 
Domestic Industry within the meaning of the Rule 2(b) and also have the 
requisite standing to file the petition as per Rule 5(a) and 5(b). In this 
regard, therefore, the Authority recalls and confirms Para C(3) of the 
preliminary findings on standing of the petitioners. 

E.l OTHER ISSUES 


a) M/» Apar Industries Limited and M/s Apcotex Lattice* Limited. 
Mumbai have made the following submissions:- 


(i) No suppression of information regarding address of factories on this 
account by the petitioners was made. This is mere oversight and was 
hitherto not pointed out by any interested party. In fact, the address of 
the plants of the two companies are well known to a large number of 
consumers of the subject goods in India. The relevant addresses are: 

• Ap ar Industries Limited 

Dharmsinh Desai Marg, 

Mahul Trombay 
Mumbai 400074 Maharastra 
Contact Person; Shri G. R. Karandikar 
Telephone: 5951531/5544005 
Facsimile: 5541708 
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The company has produced the subject goods at its Valia plant also, 
address of which is as under: 


Village Dungri, 

Taluka Valia 

District Bharuch-Gujarat 

Contact person: Shri Dinesh Bale, 

Telephone: 2643-70442/3/5 
Facsimile: 2643-70010 

Apcoteat Lattices Limited 

Plot No. 3/1, 
Taloja Industrial Area of MIDC 
P O Taloja District-Reigad Maharastra 
Contact person: Shri B V Manjunath 
Telephone No.: 7412239 
Facsimile; 7412360 


(ii) The Domestic Industry while providing information on non-confidential 
basis as sought by various interested parties in the public hearing 
requests that the matching information in respect of two responding 
exporters and the basis of AIRIA’s assessment of demand of HSR be 
provided. 

(iii) This issue has been raised by opposing interested parties that the 
domestic industry had not given sufficient information to the 
Designated Authority for the purposes of initiation. 

I 

We submit that the Designated Authority took eight months to initiate 
the investigation and before initiation, a lot of additional information 
as well as a lot of clarifications were desired by the Designated 
Authority, which were also provided by the domestic industry. During 
this eight months period, the domestic industry’s allegation has been 
scrutinised in detail. Further, we submit that the domestic industry is 
required to provide sufficient evidence to establish dumping and onus 
is on the exporter to provide all information without any suppression/ 
distortions to the Designated Authority to establish that there was no 
dumping. Before initiating the investigations, the Designated Authority 
examined adequacy and accuracy of the information provided in the 
petition, as noted in the initiation notification dated 20.12.2000. The 
investigations have been initiated in accordance with the Rules. The 
argument of the opposing interested parties perhaps is that the 
Designated Authority should have investigated the case before 
initiating the investigations. We submit that purpose of initiation is to 
investigate the existence of alleged dumping causing injury. The 
Designated Authority is not obliged to investigate the allegation before 
initiating the investigations. 
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(iv) AiKlA has wntten to the Designated Authority as also to us seeking 
certain information about the company. While we find that the 
matching information has not been provided by the exporter from 
Poland, we are providing the relevant information to the Designated 
Authority. We are willing to disclose this information to the exporters, 
importers and AIRIA. However, we request the Designated Authority to 
apply the same treatment to an exporter and a domestic producer with 
regard to the issue of confidentiality. In case the Designated Authority 
is satisfied that the request for confidentiality by the exporter is 
warranted, we request the same treatment. In case the Designated 
Authority is satisfied that this information should be disclosed to the 
opposing interested parties, we request the following information:- 

1. Matching information in respect of the two responding exporters. 

2. AIRIA’s assessment of demand of HSR and the basis thereof. We 
also request that AIRIA be in that event directed to further 
provide information how this demand was met by the industry. 
As is known, the Designated Authority has defined demand as 
the sum of imports and sales by the domestic companies. The 
demand is thus required to be furnished accordingly by AIRIA. 

3. Information on volume of imports by each responding importer. 

In response to the Disclosure, the following submissions have been 
made:- 

1. There are a number of submissions made by opposing interested 
parties which are either factually not correct or are made with an 
attempt to mislead the Designated Authority or are not relevant to the 
present investigations. For instance, it has been pointed out that 
submissions made by the petitioners are unsigned and does not 
identify the persons taking responsibility for the statements made. 
The argument is without appreciation of the fact that the written 
submissions filed by the Domestic Industry were accompanied with a 
covering letter, duly signed. 

2. There are lots of submissions, which remained unsubstantiated or 
inconclusive or does not lead to an argument/averment at all. For 
instance, while the opposing interested parties are pointed out that 
there ^ould be sufficient evidence regarding dumping, injury and 
causal link, the opposing interested parties have thereafter argued 
that the evidence of normal value in terms of cost of production should 
be only In terms of cost of production in the country of origin. In fact, 
it is not even the argument of the exporter that the Domestic Industry 
has adopted Indian cost as normal v^ue in the subject countries. 

3. A h 3 q)e is being created with regard to disclosure of information and 
confidentiality of information. Surprising, such an argument has 
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come from those interested parties whose data has been found much 
different than what has been filed. In fact, the Domestic Industry 
earnestly submits that responses of such exporters should be 
completely rejected wherein it is found upon subsequent verification 
that the information initially furnished was factually wrong and 
misleading. 

4. With regard to confidentiality, any information, which is by nature 
confidential is allowed as confidential by the Designated Authority. It 
may not be out of context to mention that even the exporters have not 
cited any reason for claiming confidentiality and yet the exporters 
have resorted excessive confidentiality. 

5. With regard to the information sought by All India Federation of 
Rubber Footwear Manufacturer(FORM), it is submitted that FORM has 
conveniently ignored to mention that Domestic Industry has also 
addressed a number of letter (copies of which were also endorsed to 
the Designated Authority) to FORM, which not only remained 
unreplied to the core issues involved but also, were evasive on the 
other suggestions made by the Domestic Industry. 

6. The opposing interested parties have projected as if the Designated 
Authority should have first investigated the case before initiating 
investigations. It is submitted that the purpose of initiation to 
investigate the allegation and not that the Authority should first 
investigate to initiate. 

7. The opposing interested parties have resorted to conjectures while 
assessing demand. Demand of the subject product in the investigation 
period was in the region of 17000 MT on annualized basis. 

b) M/» Firma Chemiczna Dwory 8.A.. Poland has made the following 

Eubml—ions;- 


(i) It is submitted that the submission made on behalf of the petitioners 
is unsigned and does not identify the persons who are taking 
responsibility for the statements made. This is crucial since the 
Hon'ble Designated Authority is a quasi-judicial authority. 
Furthermore some of the statements made are misleading and wrong. 
Accordingly the party making the statement must identify themselves. 

(ii) Rule 5 (3) (a) states that the designated authority shall not initiate an 
investigation pursuant to an application made under sub-Rule (1) 
unless (a) It determines on the basis of an examination of the degree of 
support for or opposition to the application expressed by domestic 
producers of the like product, that the application has been made by 
or on behalf of the domestic industry, (b) It examines the accuracy 
and adequacy of the evidence provided in the application and satisfies 
itself that there is sufficient cadence regarding: 
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(i) Dumping, 

(ii) Injury, where applicable, and 

(iii) Where applicable, a causal link between such 
dumped imports and the alleged injury to justify the 
initiation of an investigation. 

A plain reading of the above provisions clearly indicate that the 
evidence with regard to dumping, injury and causal link are required 
at every stage of the investigation. The only difference for the purpose 
of initiation is that instead of full satisfaction of the Designated 
Authority, sufficient evidence is required. However, it may kindly be 
noted that while the level of evidence may be different between the 
initiation and the provisional/final findings, the authorities are not at 
liberty to change the ‘nature’ of evidence at the time of initiation or at 
the time of provisional / final findings. To illustrate the argument, it is 
submitted that for initiating an investigation, it is necessary that there 
should, inter alia be sufficient evidence with regard to Normal Value. 
The first option is to have the prices prevailing in the home market of 
the exporting country. The other two options subject to certain 
conditions are: 

-Third country export price 

-Cost of production in the country of origin plus 
reasonable administrative, selling and general costs, and 
profits 

Assuming that for the purpose of initiation, it was sufficient to rely 
upon any of the three options, it was incumbent upon the petitioner 
domestic industry to provide sufficient information with regard to that 
particular option. In the instant case, the domestic industry has 
chosen to rely upon the ‘cost of production’ method. Without 
prejudice to our reservations on the merits and propriety of selecting 
the ‘cost of production' method for a market economies like EU and 
Poland, we submit that the domestic industry ought to have made the 
estimations for the Normal Value based on the cost of production plus 
expenses and profit only In the country of origin. 

(iii) The attitude displayed by the domestic industry with regard to the 
information, which has been kept as confidential, by the domestic 
industry is, it is respectfully submitted, strikes a major blow to the 
cornerstones of all anti dumping investigations, viz. transparency and 
adversarial investigations. The argument advanced for not giving the 
requisite information is that the exporter should also be asked to 
provide the same information. It has not been clarified as to what 
information is being sought from the exporter, which the latter is not, 
entitled to keep as confidential. It may be pointed out that it was the 
domestic industry, which had approached the Hon'ble Designated 
Authority for imposition of anti-dumping duty against specific sources. 
It is a well-settled point of law that it is for the party bringing the case 
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to lead the evidence. It would not be permissible for the domestic 
industry to first provide inadequate and inaccurate information and 
when it is pointed out that the same cannot be kept as confidential 
under the existing Rules and instructions on the subject, it is argued 
that the exporter should be asked to give the same information. The 
responsibility of the domestic industry with regard to submission of 
confidential information cannot be brushed aside so lightly. We 
submit that our rights under the rules are seriously jeopardized due to 
the stand of the domestic industry. We reiterate our request to the 
Hon'ble Designated Authority to kindly let us have the reasons 
submitted by the domestic industry, as required under the rules, to 
keep the following information confidential and whether the same were 
considered sufficient by the Designated Authority: 

(i) Basis of stating that HSR is being cleared under 
Chapter 39 also. 

(ii) Source and basis of alleged imports of HSR under 
chapter 39. 

(iii) Import figures based on so-called public sources. 

(iv) Volume and Value of imports from other countries. 

(v) Production Volume by the domestic industry. 

(vi) Production Volume of Other related products by the 
domestic industry. 

(iv) The citations, statements and quotations by the petitioners are in 
many places wrong and have been made selectively, concealing the 
true context in which they were made. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
submitted that the Hon'ble Designated Authority verify the accuracy 
and the context of the same rather than accepting them at face value. 

(v) -Designated Authority may terminate the investigation on account of: 

(a) inaccurate and inadequate information was not available at the 
time of initiation. 

(b) there is no dumping. 

(c) no injury to the Petitioners. 

(d) there is no causal link between the alleged dumping and alleged 
injury. 

(e) domestic industry has not been able to substantiate their 
arguments and have failed in responding to the issues of facts 

. and law raised by the exporter/ user industry. 
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c) M/» Bayer International 8A Switgerland have made the following 

snbmU»ion»;- 

(i) M/s Bayer International SA has indicated that the crucial issue, which 
the Designated Authority needs to address, is the nature of 
confidentiality and it is respectfully submitted that the Authority is 
only required to keep confidential figures and data which are 
susceptible to use by competitors or interested parties detrimental to 
the person providing the information. It is incumbent on the Authority 
to determine for itself as to what information marked as confidential 
by the parties is not really in the nature of confidential information 
and to disclose the same despite the fact that the party providing the 
information has marked the same as confidential. Failure to do so 
would result in the inability of the parties to effectively counter 
information, which may be used against them in arriving at a decision 
and may amount to miscarriage of justice and/or arrival at incorrect 
conclusions. 

(ii) Virtually all figures in the complaint have been treated as confidential 
including figures compiled by Polymer Plastics & Rubber Journal 
which is clearly not a privileged document and publication available in 
the public domain. It is submitted that this Designated Authority 
should therefore analyse the same and provide such information as it 
may in its discretion consider to be not confidential 

d) M/m All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturea and 

M/m Paragon Rubber have made the following submimmlons! 

(i) The anti dumping rules are clear that the Designated Authority must 
be satisfied as to the need for keeping information as confidential, in 
particular Rule 7(1) and Rule 6 of the Anti Dumping rules are relevant. 

(ii) The aspects which have been kept as confidential by the Domestic 
Industry are in total disregard to the above instructions, rules and 
jurisprudence on the subject. 

(iii) Designated Authority had during the public hearing specifically asked 
the Domestic Industry to provide the basic information to the user 
industry. Encouraged by this, the All India Federation of Rubber 
Footwear Manufactures (FORM) wrote to the Domestic Industry to 
provide the relevant information in due deference to the directions of 
the HonlDle Designated Authority. We would like to inform you that 
FORM has not received any information. 

(iv) Rule 5 (3) (a) states that the designated authority shall not initiate an 
investigation pursuant to an application made under sub-Rule (1) 
unless (a) It determines on the basis of an examination of the degree of 
support for or opposition to the application expressed by domestic 
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producers of the like product, that the application has been made by 
or on behalf of the domestic industry, (b) It examines the accuracy 
and adequacy of the evidence provided in the application and satisfies 
itself that there is sufficient evidence regarding: 

(a) Dumping, 

(b) Injury, where applicable, and 

(c) Where applicable, a causal link between such dumped imports and the 
alleged injury to justify the initiation of an investigation. 

(v) The aspect concerning the accuracy and adequacy of information 
concerning dumping, injury and a causal link is an obligation 
emanating from Article 5.3 of the WTO Agreement on anti-dumping. 

(vi) This point was also raised in a dispute concerning the Panel decision 
in the Guatemala - Mexico Cement case. In that case the Honourable 
Panel opined that an aspect which was required to have been 
considered at the time of initiating a particular case could not 
subsequently be rectified retrospectively. Para 8.62 of the panel 
decision is relevant.^ 

(vii) The information submitted by the petitioner is wholly insufficient and 
inaccurate for the purposes of initiating an investigation. The 
information pertaining to the imports is based on mere conjecture and 
contains a number of misleading statements, 

(viii) Using this self-created confusion, the petitioner goes on to compile 
import information from secondary sources, which is kept confidential. 
While doing so it admits that the secondary sources do not reflect 
information from all Indian Ports. 

(ix) It is respectfully submitted that to prevent self serving and selective 
data being used to file a Petition that rule 5 (3) (b) puts a duty on the 
Hon^ble Designated Authority, in fact this duty was very eloquently 
expressed in the Guatemala Mexico Cement Case as per para 8.31 of 
the report. 

(x) It is respectfully submitted that the anti dumping rules are clear that 
the Designated Authority must be satisfied as to the need for keeping 
information as confidential. In particular Rule 7(1) and Rule 6 of the 
Anti Dumping Rules are relevant. 

(xi) We would like to reiterate that aspects which have been kept as 
confidential by the Domestic Industry are in total disregard to the 
above instructions rules and jurisprudence on the subject. 
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(xii) It may be recalled that the Designated Authority has during the public 
hearing specifically asked the Domestic Industry to provide the basic 
information to the user industry. Encourage by this, the All India 
Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturers (FORM) wrote to the 
Domestic Industry to provide the relevant information in due deference 
to the directions of the Designated Authority. We would like to inform 
you that FORM has not received the information. 

(xiii) It was indicated that the Domestic Industry has kept confidential 
information . “Basis of stating that HSR is being cleared under 
Chapter 39, source and basis of alleged imports of HSR under Chapter 
39, Import figures based on so-called public sources, volume and 
value of imports from other countries, production volume by the 
Domestic Industry, production volume of other related products by the 
Domestic Industry and name and addresses of the manufacturing 
units’*. It is requested that the Hon’ble Designated Authority should 
compel the Domestic Industry to submit at least the above essential 
information on a non-confidential basis. 

(xiv) We had also requested the Designated Authority to kindly let us know 
if the Domestic Industry had in pursuance to the rule position and the 
instruction on the issue, provided reasons for keeping such 
information as mentioned above confidential. Unfortunately, we have 
not received any response in the matter. We would also like to 
mention that from the inspection of the public file, it appears that the 
Domestic Industry did not provide any such reason for keeping the 
basic information confidential. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted 
that the question of the Designated Authority taking any specific 
decision on the issue will not arise. The investigations in the case 
therefor need to be terminated on this ground alone. 

(xv) It may be mentioned that the petitioners claim to rely upon import 
data provided by M/s Pol 5 aners Plastics and Rubber Journal. The 
user industry has obtained a copy of the Polymers Plastic and Rubber 
Journal data for import during January to September 2000. The only 
import from Poland of HSR 1900 came in on 30^^ August, 2000 at a 
price of Rs.43.68 per kg., whereas the petitioners have showed imports 
from Poland at an export price of Rs.38.93 per kg. 

(xvi) In addition to this the import data impacts the apparent injury to the 
Domestic Industry, thus distorting the ability of the Designated 
Authority to ascertain whether their exists dumping or indeed injury in 
the present petition. By inflating volumes and reducing the export 
price the apparent injury is manifested more severely. 
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In TMpon»e to tl>» dl«clo«nre. the following «nbmi««io n« have 
been made:- 

i) That the entire proceedings were initiated on the basis of deficient 
application, viz. the petitioners furnishing of location of their plant 
with the written submission after completion of preliminary findings is 
itself proof of the deficient application. On this ground alone the 
investigation should have been dropped but the reason why the same 
was not dropped by the anti dumping Authority is best known to 
them. 

ii) We have not received any satisfactory reply either from the petitioner 
or from the Designated Authority with the regard to our submission 
about the authenticity of the claim that synthetic rubber is being 
cleared under Chapter 39. 

e) M/» Sharma Associatea. New Delhi have made the following 
submissions!- 


(i) In response to the information provided by the Authority, M/s Sharma 
Associates have stated that the import figures relied upon by the 
Domestic Industry have been provided rather than the data as sought 
by them and that the actual data has been concealed. Designated 
Authority has merely acted upon as post office and forwarded certain 
information purported to be enclosure to the written submission. The 
information is grossly inadequate, incomplete, and misleading. The 
investigation is continuing without any regard to the principle of 
natural justice. The Designated Authority should give us oral hearing 
to comment on the methodology and other issues relating to injury 
margin conclusion. No final decision may be given without hearing us 
in person. 

f] M/s Banik Rubber Industries, Calcutta have made the following 
submissions:- 

(i) M/s Banik Rubber Industry have indicated that the application of 

the petitioner was incomplete and deficient and that the accuracy of 
the information given by the Domestic Industry was not verified and 
therefore the findings are not according to 1995 Rules and are 
absolutely bad, illegal and without jurisdiction. 

2. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The Authority notes the various submissions regarding non¬ 
supply of certain non-confidential information by the petitioners to other 
interested parties for an effective defence. The Authority also notes the 
requests made by the various interested parties regarding the rules provision 
and the role of the Designated Authority in dealing with such a situation. 
The Authority keeping in view the Rule 7 of the Anti Dumping Rules, notes 
that the non-confidential petition/and information as provided by various 
interested parties has been placed in the public file and made available to 
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all interested parties as and when requested. This practice has been 
followed uniformly and consistently. 

The Authority as such during the course of investigation taking 
note of the submissions made by various interested parties and their 
desire to have additional information for an effective defence, requested the 
interested parties for making available the additional information sought so 
that effective defence can be made by all concerned parties for a fair 
determination. In this regard, the Authority recalls that one of the 
interested parties, i.e. M/s Sharma Associates who had made request for 
information and for a personal hearing was provided opportunity not only to 
inspect the public file but also to make a presentation personally. However, 
while such an opportunity was granted, the interested party did not appear 
and offered a blanket criticism indicating the Designated Authority as post 
office. 


The Authority notes that all available non-confidential information 
on different aspects as requested by certain parties was provided to the 
desiring parties and placed in public file. In response to the disclosure, M/s 
Sharma Associates has indicated that they were not in a position to make 
arguments in absence of the required data and hence did not come for a 
personal hearing. The Authority notes that as Indicated above all essential 
ingredients as desired and to the extent they were non-confidential were 
made available to various interested parties. The confidential information on 
costing including the components like raw njaterial for both Domestic 
Industry and the cooperating exporter from Poland could not be provided to 
M/s Sharma Associates as it was confidential data. Supply of information 
on ratio of raw material to the domestic selling price would also lead to 
revealing of confidential information on raw material. The personal hearing 
sought by this importer was on injury and NIP determination methodology 
on which arguments on methodology could have always been provided. The 
issue of availability of data on raw material prices should not have hampered 
the interested party to make such arguments. Further the Authority notes 
that NIP determination which is a vital parameter to quantify injury due to 
price suppression is made on the basis of confidential cost data of the 
Domestic Industry and which in any way is not available to interested 
parties in other such investigations also. The Authority therefore holds that 
due opportunity and all relevant information as per anti dumping rules was 
made available to this interested party for an effective defence. 

The Authority therefore holds that this interested party has only 
referred generic criticism without providing and assisting the Authority with 
any meaningful data. The Authority also notes that due procedure has been 
followed as provided in the Anti Dumping Rules. 

The information on imports data from CBEC which was also 
requested by certain interested parties was hot available from CBEC. 
However updated DGCIS data which is compiled on the basis of customs 
data only has been released by DGCIS. 




112 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part!—^Sec. 1] 


The Authority also notes that it has been indicated that the initiation 
was not done on the basis of reliable data as per Rule 5(3)(a). The Authority 
in this regard notes that the initiation took considerable time in fact more 
than seven months since Authority had to satisfy itself on the availability of 
prima facie, evidence regarding dumping, injury and causal link and only 
after all parameters regarding initiation were satisfied, the Authority initiated 
the anti dumping investigation as per Rule ^(3)(a) as done consistently for all 
its cases. 

As regards accuracy and authenticity of data filed by various interested 
parties including Domestic Industiy, the Authority has adopted the data after 
due verification and satisfaction. 

F.l NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE AND DUMPING MARGIN 

a). The following snbmisalons have been made by M/b Apar Industries 
Ltd, and M/s Apeotex Lattices Ltd.;- 


(i) The Authority had forwarded .the questionnaire to the known 
exporters/producers from subject countries and Embassies of 
subject country/territory in India. However, only one exporter from 
Poland and one exporter from European Union has responded to 
the Designated Authority. The responses filed by the exporters are 
far from sufficient for the purpose of determination of dumping and 
dumping margin. The exporters have adopted a selective and pre- 
decisive approach and vital information has not been provided to 
the Designated Authority. While the exporter from Germany has 
even conceded not having supplied full information, the response 
filed by the Polish exporter deserves to be rejected, being 
incomplete and insufficient. 

(ii) M/s Firma Chemiezna Dwory SA, Poland has not filed complete 
information as prescribed under the questionnaire and that the 
response filed is incomplete, insufficient and unreliable. The non- 
confidential response filed by them does not tantamount to 
disclosure of information on non-confidential basis. 

(iii) From the response filed by the exporters M/s Firma Chemiezna 
Dwory SA it is evident that the exporter has selectively provided 
information and has pre-decided a number of issues without giving 
full information. 

(iv) The final findings in the matter of catalysts which were also upheld 
by Hon^ble Supreme Court are relevant. 

(v) As per the Initiation notification dated 20* Dec., 2000 stated that 
the product under consideration in the present investigation is High 
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Styrene Butadiene Copolymer, also called High Styrene 

Resin/Rubber (HSR) of all grades and forms ." It is abundantly 

clear that all grades and forms of HSR are covered in the scope of 
the product. However, while replying to the questionnaire, the 
exporter has provided information only with regard to one grade of 
HSR, having decided that information in respect of home market is 
required to be provided only for the grade exported to India. In its 
response, the exporter has states as under; 

“Details in connection with the total quantities and net sales revenue 

from the sates of KER 1904 (*the relevant product*) to India, the 

market (Poland) and other third countries during the previous years 
and the relevant period is set out in Appendix 3 ." 

The exporter has withheld complete information with regard to 
other t 3 q)es/grades of HSR (in fact the exporter has not even 
disclosed the fact that It has other grades of HSR ). The view 
taken by the exporter is unsupported by the Rules and the order of 
the Supreme Court and would prevent the Designated Authority 
from deciding the matter. For instance, the Designated Authority is 
now prevented from determining the propriety of information with 
regard to cost of production (selling, general, administrative 
expenses) and in assessing the level of reasonable profits. 

As a result of the above, the exporter has succeeded in getting 
minuscule dumping margin at the stage of preliminaiy findings by 
not disclosing full information. 

(vi) Another major deficiency in the response filed by the exporter is 
that there are wide gaps between the information provided by the 
exporter and information sought by the Designated Authority in the 
questionnaire. 

a) We have assessed the cost of production of the Polish exporter and 
find that the exporter could not have under any circumstances 
recovered its full cost of production. 

b) The Polish exporter itself has admitted having made losses in sales 
to some of the customers as per the Preliminaiy Findings on 
Normal Value. It is our contention that all the transactions are 
below the full cost of HSR, 

The exporter has further provided details of the customer-wise sales 
rather than of all the transactions. We strongly urge the Designated 
Authority to direct the exporter for the details of all the sales 
transactions. Customer wise sales can not be substitute for a 
transaction-wise sales. Even when sales to a customer were at a 
profit, it is quite possible that some of the transactions were at a 
profit and some at a loss for that customer, thus resulting in 
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average p fitability for that customer. However, the Designated 
Authorih is to ignore all loss making transactions while assessing 
the sel-iiig price in the home market. This is the consistent practice 
of the other investigating authorities also. 

c) It has been argued by the exporter that the loss making 

transactions can be ignored in accordance with Annexure I only 
when the Designated Authority has compared these sales with the 
cost of production at the time of sale. The order of the CEGAT in 
the matter of aciylic fibre against Thailand was cited in this 
connection. We wish to submit that: 

1. The Designated Authority has, in the preliminary findings, found 
that average selling price to a customer was at a loss. The 
Designated Authority has not found that the transactions were at a 
loss. The question of comparison with the cost of production at the 
time of sale did not arise in the preliminary findings. 

2. While on the one hand the exporter has not provided transaction- 
wise sales in the home market, on the other hand, the exporter has 
argued about the comparison with cost of production at the time of 
sale. 

3. While the exporter has argued about comparison with the cost of 
production at the time of sale, the exporter has not considered it 
appropriate to provide such information (cost of production at the 
time of sale) to the Designated Authority. Thus, the exporter has 
urged upon the Designated Authority to consider cost of production 
at the time of sale without providing relevant information. Or 
alternatively, the exporter wish the Designated Authority to ignore 
compliance to Annexure I since the cost of production at the time of 
sale was not made available by the Designated Authority. 

4. The data provided by the exporter with regard to domestic and 
export sales is on different basis. While the exporter has provided 
transaction-wise details of exports made to India, the sales in the 
home market are customer-wise. Thus, the exporter has provided 
data on different basis, thwarting the efforts of the Designated 
Authority to ensure fair comparison. 

(d) In view of the foregoing, we submit that full and sufficient details 
have not been provided by the exporter. We request the Designated 
Authority to disregard the entire response filed by the exporter in 
view of deficient critical information. The exporter should not be 
given another opportunity to supplement the response or provide 
new information, as this would simply tantamount to bonus for 
sele4:tive co-operation. The situation cannot be resolved even by 
conducting spot investigations, as the purpose of spot 
investigations is not to compile the information. Spot verification 
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visits are not data compiling visits. The purpose of the spot 
investigations is to merely verify the information already provided 
by the exporter. When the exporter has not fully provided 
information, the question of its verification does not arise. We rely 
upon the Annex 1 to the WTO Agreement in this regard. 

(vii) As the exporter M/s Bayer International SA has not filed full 
information and has been admitted also by the exporter, there is 
no reason to grant another opportunity to the exporter to provide 
remaining information, nor any other investigating Authority world 
over provides repeated opportunity to an interested party. The 
preliminary determination in respect of this company is thus fully 
justified and is required to be confirmed. 

(viii) Also with regards to Bayer, we understood in the Hearing that they 
wish to submit their data to the Designated Authority at this stage. 
Bayer’s counsel mentioned that their selling prices of HSR in EU 
and India did not differ much. This suggests that Bayer was also 
selling HSR in EU at a loss since the write-up of costs (as detailed 
in the above section pertaining to Dwory) is also applicable for 
Bayer. Hence, we request the Designated Authority to scrutinise the 
cost of production of HSR manufactured by Bayer also critically. 

In response to the Digclousre, the following submissions have 
been made;- 


i) While the disclosure is self-explanatory with regard to grossly 
incomplete, insufficient and misleading information filed by M/s 
Firma Chemiezna Dwory, it is found that the Designated Authority 
has still proposed to proceed further with the response filed by the 
exporter. The petitioners strongly object to admission of the response 
and the information of "the exporter for determination of Normal Value. 
Such a kind consideration and treatment by the Designated Authority 
to the exporter would be a big bonus to the exporter. Further, this 
would encourage similar behaviour by the other exporters also. It 
would also be relevant to point out that in the matter of investigation 
relating to review of duty from Korea, the Domestic Industry had 
repeatedly pointed out towards inconsistencies in the information 
furnished by the exporter and yet the exporters information was 
admitted. 

ii) The petitioners had reportedly argued that the Polish exporter in 
particular and all exporters in general could not have recovered their 
cost of production, given the prices at which these parties had 
exported HSR to India and the prevailing raw material prfces. It is 
indeed interesting to note that the exi>srter has vehemently objected to 
consideration of Normal Value based on estimates of cost of 
production and it shows the finding of the Designated Authority that 
majority of the sale of the exporter was at loss. 
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iii) It is submitted that the Dumping Margin assessed in the disclosure 
statement for M/s Firma Chemiczna Dwoiy is inadequate. Further, 
there is sufficient ground for rejecting the entire information of the 
exporter. At the same time, we are not aware of what supplementary 
information has been filed by the exporter subsequent to our 
exposures with regard to the exporter in the public hearing and 
subsequent submissions. We request a complete set of information 
filed by the exporter after the visit by the officers. 

iv) It is submitted that Bayer International is a company outside 
European Union, is apparently a trader and an affiliate of the 
concerned producer. The response filed by the company is grossly 
inadequate. It is not clear whether the producer concerned had 
responded. Accordingly, it is submitted that Normal Value can only be 
determined in accordance with Rule 6(8). 

v) The argument made by Enichem with regard to low volume of exports 
made by them is untepable. If Enichem is not keen in responding, 
considering this as unimportant, the Authority is requested to confirm 
Dumping Margin in respect of this company in accordance with Rule 
6 ( 8 ). 

vi) As regards other non-cooperative exporters from the subject countries 
the methodology proposed by the Designated Authority be confirmed 
in the Final Findings. 

b) M/» Enichem Elaatomerl S.r.i Italy have made the following 
submissions; - 

(i) M/s Enichem Elastomeri S.r.i., Italy have indicated that they have 
exported 22 MT in the year 2000 and that negligible quantities cannot 
cause injury to the indigenous producer and therefore they strongly 
feel that imposing Anti Dumping Duty on HSR on supplies from 
Enichem Elastomeri. Italy has caused injustice not only t(5 them but 
also to their valued customers in India 

In response to the Disclousre, the following submissions have 
been made:- 


i) According to our database records of sales, we have been sold our HSR 
type, i.e HS65, only in 1999, during July, August and October 
months, for a total of approx 328 tons, you will find all details of these 
sales in the summary sheet, we have sent to your attention by 
separate cover. 

ii) Enichem export price for these sales in 1999 to India was 840 
USD/mt, as per a.m. documentation; this price has been kept for the 
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whole July-October period. We are in pc ion to show evidence of 
related invoices at later stage. 

iii) At the rate of exchange of the period, as per a.ii locumeiitation, our 
selling price corresponded to a range of 1510-1591 Lire/Kg.. 

iv) Encihem official price list on HS65 for Italian market, dated 15.6.99 
(for 3*^ quarter 1999) was 1420 Lire/kg. With reference to this price 
our Italian States Managers had a max, discount tolerance of 5%(i.e. 
down to 1349 Lire/kg) as per our internal procedure, to sell HS65 in 
Italy. We are in position to show evidence of related document (i.e. 
a.m. Price List) at a later stage. We have also supplied to others Asian 
countries at similar prices. 

v) Between June 1999 and October 1999 we sold in our domestic 
market, Italy, volumes of approx 50 tons/month to representative 
customers at prices between 1300 Lire/Kg (under Management 
approval) and 1480 Lire/Kg.. We are in position to show evidence of 
related invoices at later stage. 

vi) Based on comparison of a.m. prices (domestic vs. export prices to 
India) we do not see any reason to be involved in a dumping situation 
vs. Indian market; our selling prices in Italy were always below, or at 
least comparable with our export prices to India. 

vii) We did not sell any quantity during years 2000 and 2001. 

viii) In view of the above we fell that by imposing the Anti Dumping Duty 
on HSR supplies from Enichem Spa Italy, the Authority has caused 
injustice not only 1 us, but also to our valued customers in India. 

ix) We do agree that Ital> . jf European Union but a sweeping duty 
on all the countries of the Union is not fair to the country who is not 
indulging in dumping activity. 

jd Hence we request to exempt import of HSR from Anti Dumping Duty. 

xi) By withdrawing the Anti Dumping Duty on our exports and charging 

such duty on exports from countries who are indeed indulging in such 
malpractice, the Authority will do justice to those countries and the 
Indian buyers who are not indulging in such unfair practice. 
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c.) M/s Bayer International S.A.. Switzerland have made the following 
submissions: - 


M/s Bayer International SA., Switzerland have indicated that at the 

time of hearing it was pointed out that they were non-cooperative and that it 

was misconceived. 

(i) We had been subjected to the investigation to the same product in the 
earlier proceedings with respect to SBR and 

(ii) that all relevant documentation and data had already been submitted 
in those proceedings. 

(hi) Immediately, however, on the learned authority expressing its 
dissatisfaction with our response in the preliminary findings we have 
by our response April, 19, 2001 provided complete details as also the 
requisite exporters questionnaire. 

(iv) In view of the above we apologise for our misunderstanding and 
respectfully submit that we may not be treated as non-cooperative 
exporters. It was never out intention not to corporate with this 
authority. 

(y) At the outset it was pointed out that the produce which market is 
under the name Krylene HS 260. This same product namely Krylene 
HS 260 was the relevant product in previous investigation. No other 
grade of SBR under investigation has been exported by us. In the 
current investigation the only grade of SBR under investigation is the 
same product namely Krylene HS 260. 

(vi) In the previous proceeding the Final Findings were arrived at which 
inter-alia found that the dumping margin for all grades of SBR 
exported from France was 28.2%. A further finding is recorded 
whereby it was found that the landed value of our product was 
significantly higher compared to the reasonable selling price of the 
domestic industry and therefore was not causing injuiy to the 
Domestic Industry. 

(vii) From the above, it is abundantly clear that this same product was in 
fact investigated, dumping margin was determined, but the export 
price did not cause injuiy to the domestic market. 

(viii) It was further pointed out by the Acutal users and Trade Associations 
during the he^ng that as per Rubber Board data demand amounted 
to the region of 30600 MT per annum. If the total exports made by us 
which amount to 437 MT ( all invoices submitted) the proprata 
percentage for the 9 months period or investigation would amount to 




[Mm—TSTO1] 


MTOT TFsm : arMT WT 


119 


less than 2% of the demand which is well belo’v the requirements of 
Rule 14 of the Anti Dumping Rules. Further, e en if the EU is to be 
considered as a block, we submit, that to the best of our knowledge, 
there is no other exporter making any significant expo ts to India and 
therefore even collectively EU imports would be below ';he prescribed 
percentage in the said Rule. We would also like to point out that the 
price of $850 MT does not appear to be in line with this grade of SBR 
and may be related to other types of SBR. 

(ix) We may point out that at no stage have the petitioners production 
figures been disclosed or provided during the course of investigation 
and therefore it is impossible to ascertain the same in view of the 
petitioners facility being a multi product one. Further, no details with 
respect to the alleged price of $850 PMT or the product upon which 
the price is based even provided to us. It is submitted that unless 
such figures are disclosed it is not possible for us to make any 
adequate or accurate submission in this regard to defend ourselves. 

(x) Further, the Dumping Margin determined by the Authority in the 
preliminary findings amounts to 103.3%. We are unable to counter 
the same view of the fact that we have no information as to what 
export price has been taken into consideration for this purpose. If the 
same is the export price mentioned by the petitioner viz. $ 850 PMT, 
the same is ex-facic erroneous in view of the invoices provided by us. 

(xi) Without prejudice to our contention that the price in the domestic 
market is comparable to the export price as evidenced by the domestic 
price invoices provided to the Authority it is submitted that the same 
may be taken into consideration for arriving at the normal value and 
not the petitioners data. 

(xii) The Authority has discarded the price provided for the Domestic 
market. However, the basis for disregarding the same appears to be 
that no cost of production details have been provided and therefore, 
the transaction is not in the normal course of trade. It is respectfully 
submitted that the Authority has erroneously discarded the price 
provided for the Domestic Industry in the preliminary findings. 


response to the Disclosure, the foUowlniE submissions have 


(i) We have been subjected to the investigation of the same product in the 
earlier proceedings with respect to SBR and absolutely all relevant 
documentation and data has been submitted by us. 


(ii) The findings at that time indicated that the export price by us did not 
cause any injury to the domestic market. 
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(iii) We fail to understand why having exported insignificant quantities at 
price comparable to the domestic market and other international 
markets, the findings this time are different. 

(iv) We have always cooperated and supplied all data required by the 
Authority. 

dj M/s Firma Chemlczna Dworv S.A.. Poland have made the follow<«y 
submissions: - 


(i) The petitioners have argued that the submission made by the Polish 
exporter deserves to be rejected, being incomplete and insufficient. In 
this context, it is submitted that the petitioners have perhaps 
conveniently glossed over the specific provisions of the WTO 
Agreement (paras 5 fit 6 of Annex II), which were read out during the 
course of the hearing. This is without prejudice to our contention that 
we had supplied all information as required in the Exporters’ 
Questionnaire to the best of our understanding and ability. We 
reiterate our stand and offer all cooperation to the Designated 
Authority for any other further information, which may be needed 
under the Indian rules and the WTO provisions now or during the 
course of the verification visit. The specific provisions of the WTO 
Agreement (paras 5 & 6 of Annex II) are reproduced below: 

“5. Even though the information provided may not be ideal in all 
respects, this should not justify the authorities from 
disregarding it, provided the interested party has acted to the 
best of its ability. 

6. If evidence or information is not accepted, the supplying party 
should be informed forthwith of the reasons therefor, and should 
have an opportunity to provide further explanations within a 
reasonable period, due account being taken of the time-limits of 
the investigation. If the explanations are considered by the 
authorities as not being satisfactory, the reasons for the 
rejection of such evidence or information should be given in any 
published determinations.” 

(ii) It is regretful that the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court (Haldor 
Topsoe case) has been cited entirely out of context. This judgement of 
the Hon'ble Supreme Court was in the context that the exporter in this 
particular case preferred not to disclose the details of the export price 
of the concerned catalysts to an appropriate third country even though 
the same was available with the respondent. Further, the reasons 
advanced by the respondent for not furnishing the information were 
not found worthy of acceptance by the Authority. The citation and the 
ratio decidendi of the Hon'ble Supreme court’s decision has no 
relevance in this case as all information asked for by the Designated 
Authority has been furnished to the best of ability of the exporter and 
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the exporter is also willing to submit any further information which 
the Designated Authority may consider necessary for the findings in 
the case. 

(iii) On page 9 of the written submissions, we are surprised to see the 
conclusion reached by the petitioners with regard to the information to 
be supplied by the exporters. If a particular grade is not exported, 
where is the question of determining the dumping margin on that 
product. The assertion of the petitioners that the “Designated 
Authority is now prevented from determining the propriety of 

information with regard to cost of production .”, is without any 

logical basis. Such statements are made only to mislead and bias the 
Hon'ble Designated Authority, which we respectfully submit, should be 
ignored. 

(iv) The petitioners have stated that the exporter should not be given 
another opportunity as it would tantamount to bonus for selective 
cooperation. It has further been stated that the situation cannot be 
resolved even by conducting spot investigations, as the purpose of spot 
investigations is not to compile the information. Reliance is placed on 
Annex I to the WTO Agreement. In this connection, we wish to 
reproduce the relevant provision from Annex 1 of the Agreement: 

the main purpose of the on-the-spot investigation is to verify 
information provided or to obtain further details, ...” 

The same Annex goes on to state that: 

it should be standard practice prior to the visit to advise the firms 
concerned of the general nature of the information to be verified 
and of any further information which needs to be provided, though 
this should not preclude requests to be made on the spot for 
further details to be provided in the light of information obtained. 

Annex II of the Agreement states as under; 

“5. Even though the information provided may not be ideal in all 
respects, this should not justify the authorities from 
disregarding it, provided the interested party has acted to the 
best of its ability. 

6. If evidence or information is not accepted, the supplying party 
should be informed forthwith of the reasons therefore, and 
should have an opportunity to provide further explanations 
within a reasonable period, due account being taken of the time¬ 
limits of the investigation. If the explanations are considered by 
the authorities as not being satisfactory, the reasons for the 
rejection of such evidence or information should be given in any 
published determinations.” 
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(v) Thus, it is clear that the WTO provisions prove beyond any 
doubt that the arguments of the petitioners with regard to the 
so-called deficiencies deserve to be ignored. 

(vi) The petitioners have rightly selected the international prices of 
major raw materials for the estimate but have fatally flawed the 
determination of the Normal Value in EU and Poland by 
assuming “All other costs* on the basis of expenses incurred by 
them in Para III of the non-confidential version of the petition. 
Thus, it is clear that even at the time of initiation the 
information available with the Designated Authority was 
conceptually and legally inadequate and an initiation could not 
have been initiated on that basis. We also respectfully submit 
that this defect at the time of initiation is incurable and cannot 
be rectified at any subsequent stage. We place reliance on the 
case Guatemala-Mexico cement case, which has been 
adequately cited in our written submissions, and not being 
reproduced for the sake of brevity. Other arguments taken at 
the time of the public hearing have not been addressed by the 
domestic industry. 

In response to the Disclosure, the following »nbmi»»lon» have 
been made;- 


(i) In response to our letter dated 26.11.2001 requesting for details of 
normal value, since we have not heard from the Directorate, we are 
offering our comments on other issues at this stage. It is reiterated 
that the Authority may kindly provide us with the details as required 
in our earlier letter. 

(ii) The detailed disclosure would also be in line with the principles of 
natural justice as well as the guidelines of the WTO. 

(ill) We are not in a position to effectively response to the disclosure 
statement and would like to state that while the disclosure narrates 
some of the arguments on issues of confidentiality, adequacy and 
accuracy of information at the time of initiation, non-availability of 
certain crucial information, the same has not been addressed in the 
disclosure statement.. 


e) M/s All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufactures and 
M/s Paragon have made the following snbmissions;- 

i) The Honourable Designated Authority in the preliminary finding has 
rejected certain transactions provided by the Polish Exporter on the 
ground that the sales to certain customers in the domestic market are 
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below the cost of production as claimed by the producer/exporter and 
are, therefore, not in the normal course of trade. 

ii) It is respectfully submitted that whether particular transactions are 
below cost of production are subject to a two part test as set out in 
Annexure I to the Anti Dumping Rules. 

iii) This aspect was also recently dealt with by the Hon^ble CEGAT in the 
matter of M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Co. Ltd. V/s Ministry of Finance, 
Designated Authority (2001(75) ECC 197 (Tri.)). The Honourable 
CEGAT stated; 

**111 view of the.understanding of the provisions 

contained in Clause (2) of Annexure I, the da was clearly in 
error in rejecting all sales which were effected at prices below 
per unit cost of production for the period of investigation. 
Only those sales at prices below per unit cost of production at 
the relevant time should have been excluded as not having 
been effected in the ordinary course of trade. This should have 
been subject to the provisions contained in sub-clause (1) and 
(2). Even in apply this, it should have been examined whether 
such sales were within the reasonable period of not less than 
six months and whether such sales were in relation to 
substantial quantity of not less than 20% of the volume”. 

iv) It is respectfully submitted that on the basis of the information 
provided by the exporter to the Honourable Designated Authority, this 
two parts test enumerated above must be carried out. We are hopeful 
that there would be no dumping margin if both the tests are applied in 
the case of exporter from Poland. 

v) Furthermore, the Honourable Designated Authority has disallowed 
certain adjustments for expenses incurred exclusively for domestic 
sale. It is respectfully submitted that the exporter from Poland has 
substantiated the adjustment with documents supplied on a 
confidential basis. Accordingly it is respectfully submitted that the 
Honourable Designated Authority give full and complete effect to the 
same. 


In response to the di«cl»oure. the following snbmlsslong have 
been made:- 


(i) M/s Banik Rubber Industries have stated that rejection of certain 
transactions carried by the Polish exporters on certain grounds need 
in-depth scrutiny with regard to cost of production as per anti 
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dumping rules before determining the dumping margin! Two part test 
must be carried out to know the actual position of the adjustments for 
the domestic sales by the exporters should also be taken into account. 

(ii) M/s All India Rubber Industries Association and Small Scale Rubber 
Industries Association and M/s New India Works Pvt. Limited have 
also reiterated the above comments made by M/s Banik Rubber 
Industries. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

2(a) M/8 FIRMA CHEMICZNA DWORY SA. POLAND 

(i) NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority notes the various submissions made by the interested 
parties regarding the computation of the normal value for M/s Firma 
Chemiczna Dwory S.A., Poland. The Authority notes that in response to the 
disclosure statement, wherein a confidential disclosure on the evaluation of 
Normal Value and Dumping Margin was provided to the exporter indicating 
the methodology and the basis of various cost elements, the exporter had 
indicated that disclosure is non-speaking and desired that detailed 
computation and cost components be provided to them. The Authority 
keeping in view the request of the exporter granted a personal interaction 
with the Directorate. The representative of the exporter interacted with the 
Directorate, wherein it was reiterated that detailed methodology, and basis of 
computation of cost of production has already been given in the disclosure. 
The Authority in this regard holds that as per the anti dumping rules and 
standard practice of the Directorate, the detailed methodology and basis of 
computation of normal value has been indicated in the confidential 
disclosure which is in fact based on the documents provided to the 
verification team by the exporter themselves and which have been clearly 
indicated in the confidential disclosure statement issued to the exporter. 

The Authority notes that the questionnaire response filed by the 
exporter did not reconcile with the original records of the exporter and 
therefore the data as provided by M/s Firma Chemiczna Dwory S.A. to the 
verification team at the time of on site verification has been referenced and 
on the basis of this data provided to the verification team, the cost of 
production of the subject goods in the period of investigation (KER 1904 
grade ) comes to ****$/MT. This cost of production is above the weighted 
average domestic selling prices in the period of investigation for the grade 
KER 1904. The Authority has therefore disregarded the domestic selling 
prices of the subject goods in the period of investigation as these are not in 
the ordinaiy course of trade as per Annexure 1 to the Anti Dumping Rules. 
The Authority also notes that during the Period of investigation, the domestic 
sales transactions have not been able to recover the costs as indicated in 
Annexure 1 to the Anti Dumping Rules and therefore the recovery test as 
argued by the exporter is not relevant. The Authority has therefore 
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constructed the Normal Value on the basis of cost of production details as 
made available to the verification team for the subject goods in the period of 
investigation as per the Anti Dumping Rules. 

The weighted average normal value for the subject goods in the period 
of investigation comes to ****$/MT. 

(U) EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price, the Authority notes that the exporter has 
provided the weighted average CIF price to India for the subject goods in the 
period of investigation. The Authority also notes that the exporter has 
claimed adjustments on inland freight, ocean freight, packing, commission 
and VAT to an extent of ***, ***, ***, *** and ***$/MT.. The Authority ha6 
considered these adjustments on the basis of data as verified by the 
verification team. The total value of transportation cost which is inclusive of 
ocean freight, ocean insurance and other port expenses has been considered 
as adjustment as provided to the verification team. As regards the 
adjustments on VAT, it is noted that the exporter has claimed this 
adjustment to an extent of ****$/MT. During the verification, the verification 
team was informed by the exporter that the VAT has been claimed only on 
an actual basis as paid by them on the various inputs which have gone into 
the export production. The Authority has therefore allowed the VAT refund 
adjustment to an extent of ****$/MT., 

The weighted average Ex-Factory Export Price comes to ****$/MT. 

(b) OTHER NON-COOPERATIVE EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS FROM 

POLAND 

(i) NORMAL VALUE 

As regards the non-cooperative exporters/producers other than M/s 
Firma Chemiezna Dwoiy S.A., Poland, the Authority has constructed the 
normal value of the subject goods in the period of investigation on the basis 
of the cost of production data for subject goods in Poland. 

The weighted average normal value for the non-cooperative 
exporters/producers is considered at ****$/MT. 

(il) EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price, the Authority has considered the least 
export selling price of subject goods from Poland to India in the POI with 
adjustments as the petitioners data and as co-related by the data given by 
M/s Firma Chemiezna Dwoiy S.A., Poland. These adjustments are ocean 
freight, inland freight, port expenses, commission and ocean insurance. 
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The weighted average Ex-factory Export Price is considered at 
****$/MT, 


TERRITORY OF EUROPEAN UNION 


M/s Bayer International S.A., Switzerland & M/s Bayer 
International, France (M/s Bayer) 


(i) NORMAL VALUE 


The Authority notes the various submissions made by the Domestic 
Industry and M/s Bayer International S.A., Switzerland regarding the 
evaluation of the dumping margin. The Authority notes that it has been 
admitted by M/s Bayer that they did not provide the complete information 
before the preliminary findings. The Authority also notes that the 
subsequent to the preliminary findings M/s Bayer has provided certain 
additional information. However, the Authority notes that the same was 
found to be grossly deficient. The Authority had requested M/s Bayer to 
provide the cost of production and information as per the prescribed 
questionnaire. No such information was made available by M/s Bayer. The 
Authority in confidential disclosure issued to the exporter indicated the non¬ 
availability of cost of production of subject goods in the Period of 
Investigation and indicated inability to hold the domestic sales made by 
them in ordinary course of trade. Basis of constructing the normal value for 
subject goods in the Period of Investigation was also indicated. In response 
to the disclosure, the exporter has indicated that in the earlier investigation 
of SBR they had provided all data. However no cost of production in the 
current Period of Investigation was made available. 


In view of the non-availability of specific cost of production data for 
the POI, the Authority notes that the export prices to the third countries 
other than India as indicated by M/s Bayer cannot be referenced for Normal 
Value and also the domestic prices as indicated by M/s Bayer cannot be 
held in the ordinary course of trade. The Authority also notes that even on 
the basis of the domestic selling prices and ex-factoiy export price 
information as provided by M/s Bayer, dumping of subject goods in POI is 
evidenced. The Authority in this regard notes that as per Anti Dumping 
Rules, the Authority has no option but to construct the normal value for M/s 
Bayer as per Rule 6(8) on the basis of the data on various cost elements viz. 
raw materials etc. at intemationsil prices and other duly normated cost 
elements as available from the petitioners data . 


The weighted average constructed normal value for M/s Bayer 
International S.A., Switzerland, the exporter and M/s Bayer International, 
France, the producer comes to ****$/MT. 
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(U) EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price, the Authority has considered the weighted 
average export price for subject goods (KS 260) in the period of investigation 
as indicated by the exporter. The Authority has allowed adjustments on 
inland freight, overseas freight, overseas insurance, handling, sales tax and 
credit on the basis of the data as provided by the exporter. The weighted 
average ex-factoiy export price for the subject goods in the period of 
investigation is considered at ****$/MT. 


(d) M/s Enlchem Elastomer! S.r.l Italy (M/s Enichem) 

The Authority notes the submissions made by M/s Enichem, Italy 
regarding low volume of exports made by them and the submissions made 
subsequent to the disclosure. Since the investigation is for European Union 
as a territory and that the total imports from EU are above the de-minimis, 
as per rules, M/s Enichem cannot be excluded from the scope of the 
investigation. 

The Authority notes that M/s Enichem has reported that no quantity 
of subject goods has been sold by them during the year 2000 and 2001. The 
Authority therefore notes that in view of no exports being made during the 
Period of Investigation, the exporter would be attracted under the Rule 22 of 
the Anti Dumping Rules. The exporter may make a request under Rule 22, 
however, pending the Rule 22 investigation, the exporter shall be treated 
along with other exporters/producers category other than M/s Bayer 
International as indicated below. 

(e) OTHER NON-COOPERATIVE EXPORTERS OTHER THAN M/8 

BAYER INTERNATIONAL S.A.. SWITZERLAND 

(!) NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority has adopted the same methodology for the normal value 
as for M/s Bayer for exporters/producers who have not responded i.e. the 
normal value has been constructed as per Rule 6(8) on the basis of the data 
on various cost elements viz. raw materials etc. at international prices and 
other duly normated cost elements as available from the petitioners data. 

The weighted average normal value is considered at ****$/MT. 
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(U) EXPORT PRICE 

As regards the export price the Authority has considered the least 
export price from European Union in the POI with appropriate adjustments 
as per data provided by M/s Bayer including commission to the agent in 
India. 


The weighted average Ex-factory Export Price is considered at 
***♦$/MT.. 

5. DUMPING-COMPARISON OF NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE 

The rules relating to comparison provides as follows: 

"While arriving at margin of dumping, the Designated Authority shall 
make a fair comparison between the export price and the normal 
value. The comparison shall be made at the same level of trade, 
normally at ex-works level, and in respect of sales made at as nearly 
possible the same time. Due allowance shall be made in each case, on 
its merits, for differences which affect price comparability, including 
differences in conditions and terms of sale, taxation, levels of trade, 
quantities, physical characteristics, and any other differences which 
are demonstrated to affect price comparability.” 

The Authority has carried out comparison of weighted average normal 
value with the weighted average ex-factory export price in POI for 
evaluation of dumping margin. 
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The dumping margin for the producers/exporters of the subject goods 
in the subject countries in the POI are as under;— 


Exporters / producers 

Normal 

Export 

Dumping 

Territoiv of Euronean 
Union 

value 

($/MT) 

price 

($/MT) 

margin(%) 

M/s Bayer International 
S.A. Switzerland and 
M/s Bayer International, 
France 


***** 

87.2 

All other 

exporters/producers of 
Territory of European 
Union 

Poland 

itifk-k 

**** 

107.48 

M/s Firma Chemiczna 
Dwory S.A. 

★*** 

**** 

26.7 

All other 

exporters/producers of 
Poland 

kkkk 

**** 

55.68 


The above dumping margins are above the de-minimus limits 

Q. 1 INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

Under Rule 11 supra, Annexure-II, when a finding of injury is arrived 
at, such finding shall involve determination of the injury to the domestic 

industry, “.taking into account all relevant facts, including the volume of 

dumped imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for like 
articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of 
such articles....” In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it 
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is considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant 
price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the 
like article in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to 
depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increases, which 
otherwise would have occurred, to a significant degree. 


For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the 
domestic industry in India, indices having a bearing on the state of the 
industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, 
profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping, 
etc. have been considered in accordance with Annexure II{iv) of the rules 
supra. 

The following submissions have been made by various interested 
parties 

a) M/a Apar Industries Limited and M/» Apcotex Lattice Ltmttad 
have made the following submissions;- 

(i) The demand of HSR in -the country in 1999-2000 as assessed by 
various interested parties in the region of 30601 MT is wrong as per 
the information received from Rubber Board. It has been indicated 
that the figure of 30601 MT includes all types of the synthetic 
rubber viz. NBR, EVA etc. Based on our assessment the demand of 
HSR in the country is in the region of ITOpO MT. 

(ii) Though the preliminary findings already confirms that the 
exporters from subject country/territory are dumping HSR in the 
Indian market, it is submitted that there is injury to the domestic 
industry, there is threat of material injury to the domestic industry 
due to dumping of the subject goods in the Indian market. We 
submit that the domestic industry has earlier suffered material 
injury as a result of dumping from a number of countries which are 
now attracting anti-dumping duties. So severe was the extent of 
damage to the domestic industry that one of the producers. M/s. 
Synthetics & Chemicals was even forced to suspend its production. 
The petitioners note with amusement the interest being shown by 
the consumers now in the goods produced by Synthetics Sb 
Chemicals, notwithstanding their stiff opposition and argument to 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on SBR earlier consequent to the 
petition filed by that company. Furthermore, in view of the 
imposition of anti-dumping duty on imports of SBR from some of 
the countries, the injury to the domestic industry is required to be 
seen in the context of existing duties and impact thereof. 

(iii) During the course of the oral hearing, it has been argued by the 
exporter/importer that in the anti dumping investigation of NBR, it 
has been stated by the Domestic Industry that NBR is the cause of 
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its poor profitability while now the Domestic Industiy is claiming 
that HSR is the cause of its poor profitability. 

(iv) We submit that the Designated Authority has conducted a number 
of investigations on the basis of the verified data/information 
provided by the company. Different investigations pertain to 
different investigation period and it would not be appropriate to 
assume that the financial performance of the company in different 
period remained the same. The information furnished by the 
company in various investigations is true, correct and as per books 
of accounts. We are prepared to give any further information which 
the Designated Authority may require in this connection. 

(v) The material injury and threat of material injury suffered by the 
domestic industiy as a result of dumped imports is evident from 
following parameters: 

□ The injury to the domestic industry is required to be cumulatively 
assessed. 

□ Imports have increased significantly in absolute terms from the two 
countries. The actual volume of imports from Poland have increased to 
a level of about 1000 MT from no imports till 1999. 

□ Imports from the subject countries have increased in relation to 
demand of the product in India. 

□ Imports from the subject countries have increased in relation to 
production in India. 

□ Market share of domestic industiy in demand of the product in India 
declined. 

□ Significant rise in dumped imports from subject countries in a very 
short period which indicates the likelihood of substantially increased 
importation in future, 

□ Substantial capacity available with the exporters in the subject 
countries. 

□ Sufficient freely disposable capacities available in the subject countiy/ 
territory. It is understood that the Polish company has reduced its 
production and sales of HSR in the last few years. Further, the 
company is having significant surplus capacity. 

□ The existing capacities in the subject country/territoiy is much more 
than demand of-HSR in the subject country/territoiy. 

□ The export price is significantly below the fair selling price of the 
domestic industry, causing severe price suppression/depression in the 
Indian market. 

□ The landed price of Imports is significantly below the selling price of 
the domestic industry, causing severe price undercutting in the Indian 
market. The price undercutting is forcing the domestic industiy to 
reduce its price levels and the domestic industiy is finding difficult to 
hold on to their prices. 
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□ Losses of the domestic industry have piled up. The Industry has been 
forced to sell at prices below the optimum cost of production and 
reasonable return on investments 

□ Operating margins of the domestic industry have been declining 
substantially as a result of severe price undercutting. 

□ Stock with the domestic industry have piled up. 

□ Capacity utilisation of the industry has remained sub-optimal. The 
industry has not been able to utilise its plant optimally in spite of 
imposition of antidumping duties on other countries. 

u Employees with the domestic industry are demoralised. The company 
is finding it difficult to retain its talented employees as a result of 
continued dumping of the product in the market. 

□ The domestic industry is unable to grow as a result of continued 
dumping of this product in the Indian market. This is in spite of rising 
demand of the product. 

□ Due to severe dumping and injury to the domestic industry earlier 
from other countries and now from subject country/territory, one 
manufacturer have already applied to BIFR. 

It . may thus be seen that all the above parameters individually and 
collectively establish that the domestic industry has been materially 
injured and there is severe threat of material injury to the domestic 
industry as a result of dumped imports. We submit that the Anti 
Dumping Duty is required to be imposed now, otherwise, it would not be 
possible for the domestic industry to sustain its existence. 

In response to the Disclosure, the following submi«mion ham been 
made!- 

We rely upon our arguments advanced earlier, which are not being repeated 
hereunder for sake of brevity. The various arguments brought by us on the 
issues of injury and causal link clearly establish that the Domestic Industry 
has suffered material injury. 

b) . M/s Sharma Associates. New Delhi have made the following 

submissions; - 

(i) The notification does not give details of injury analysis in the 
absence of which we are unable to understand in the absence of 
which we are unable to understand as to how the injury is caused. 

(ii) The information on production, figures of Domestic Industry, 
details of imports from CBEC, ratio of raw-material, cost versus 
selling prices from the domestic producers and the exporters may 
be made available. 

c) M/s Baulk Rubber. Calcutta have made the following 
submissions; - 

(i) There is a gap between demand and supply of HSR and that the 

quality of HSR produced by Domestic Industry is not upto the 
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Standard for manufacturing "tEe rubber products at the time of 
globalization in the world market. Therefore, the local industries 
have no other alternative but to depend on the better quality of 
HSR from imported sources. The question of imposition of anti 
dumping duty therefore does not arise. 

d) M/s All India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturera and M/» 

Paragon have made the following sttbrniasions: 

(i) It may also be pointed out that the prcliminaiy findings in this 
particular case do not reveal the basic information relied upon, as 
envisaged under Rule 12 or under the WTO Agreement on Anti¬ 
dumping. This is a significant departure from the long established 
practice of giving the details of injury analysis even in the 
preliminary findings, as was done also in the earlier cases of 
synthetic rubber. You would kindly appreciate that this severely 
handicaps the domestic user industry from offering any meaningful 
comments. 

(ii) At the outset it must be submitted that it is incumbent upon the 
Honourable Designated Authority to consider all the aspects of 
injury as enumerated in Annexure II (iv), 

(iii) In fact the WTO Panel in case of Bed Linen, in which India was a 
party, considered this aspect. 

(iv) This provision is squarely incorporated in the Indian Anti-dumping 
Rules specificallv. Annexure U (iv) clearlu states that “the 
examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
industru concern shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic 
factor and indices having a bearing on the state of the industru, 
including actual and potential decline in sales, profits, output market 
shares, productivity, returns on investments or utilization of cavacitu 
: factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of 
dumuing : actual and potential negative effects on cash flow, 
inventories, emvloument, wages, growtK ability to raise capital 
investments. 

(v) It is an admitted fact the Petitioners are a multi-product companies 
manufacturing several types of synthetic rubbers including HSR 
(SBR 1900). It is to be noted that it is an admitted fact that the 
Petitioners do not manufacture 1500 or 1700 series of SBR. 

(vi) Further, it is also note-worthy that M/s. Gujarat Apar / Apar have 
filed several anti-dumping cases on other forms of synthetic rubber, 
namely NBR. Admittedly, the plants of M/s. Apar can be used 
interchangeably to produce different types of synthetic rubbers. 





The first case was filed on or about October, 1994 against Japan. 

i. The second case again concerning NBR was filed against 
Korea on or about March, 1995. 

ii. A third case was filed against Taiwan on or about January 
1999. 


In NBR 1 (period of investigation 1.4.1993 to 31.3.1994) the 
Honourable Designated Authority noted that the Petitioners “had to 
resort to production of non-NBR products (which otherwise does 
not require such plants and technology as are available with the 
Petitioners +for producing NBR) . . .* It is noteworthy that until 
1.4.94 SBR plant belonged to M/s Apar Limited (a Private Limited 
Company) On 1.4.94, M/s Apar Limited was transferred to M/s. 
Gujarat Apar. 


In NBR II the investigation period was from 1st October 1994 to 
31»t March, 1995. By this time the SBR capacity has been 
amalgamated. In this case also the authority notes that the 
petitioners had been forced to produced non-NBR items which 
otherwise does not require such plant and machinery as are 
available with the petitioners. The authorities went on to note that 
even though the petitioners had reported profits in its published 
annual accounts, the same is because of sale of non-NBR items. 


NBR in case which covered investigation period from 1st April, 1998 
to 31« December, 1998. For the third time inspite of record profits 
and capacity utilisation the petitioners once again claimed injuiy 
on the basis that the profits and high capacity utilization in the 
synthetic rubber business was on account of non-NBR products. 

Not surprisingly in the present case once again M/s Apar have had 
record capacity utilisation and production with an installed 
capacity of 11600 MT; in 1999-2000 M/s Apar had produced 
12203 MT of synthetic rubber. 


In NBR II, M/s Gujarat Apar/Apar also identified that their 
polymer capacity was 6250 MT out of a total installed capacity for 
synthetic rubber of 11600 MT. Thus, it is surprising to note that at 
the public hearing a Director from M/s Apar publicly stated 
synthetic rubber including HSR(SBR1900). It is to be noted that it 
is an admitted fact that the petitioners do not manufacture 1500 or 
1700 series of SBR. It is submitted that through the abuse of the 
confidentiality procedure M/s. Gujarat Apar / Apar have been 
repeatedly seeking the imposition of anti-dumping duty on all the 
products they manufacture. If the Petition is for NBR, record 
production on profits is attributed to other forms of synthetic 



[MFT I—1] 




135 


rubber. In this instant case the roles have been reversed and the 
injury now is being caused to rubbers other than NBR, i.e. HSR. 


(xii) It is evident that the proof of injury to the domestic industry was 
wholly inadequate and each and every parameter showed an 
improvement in performance over the previous. 

(xiii) Within the factual matrix of this particular case, the Petitioners 
submitted inadequate data on import volume, import prices, etc. A 
few unsubstantiated claims on injury and on threat of injury were 
made. Clearly and prima-facie, these are wholly inadequate and 
cannot be considered as ‘sufficient’ for the purpose of whether 
initiation or for further investigations. Further, we respectful^ 
submit that it was incumbent upon the Honourable Designated 
Authority to examine the accuracy and the adequacy of the data 
filed by the Petitioners prior to initiating the investigation, as per 
Rule 5 (3) of the Anti-dumping rules. Due to these incurable 
defects in the petition by the domestic industry and the Designated 
Authority not examining the adequacy and accuracy of the 
submissions made by the domestic industry, we most respectfully 
submit that the investigations need to be terminated forthwith. 


In response to the Disclosure. M/» All India Rnbber Footwear 

Manufacturers have made the following submission;- 

i) The total proceedings in tli subject case are shrouded with 

evasiveness. The Domestic Indi ' has failed to give a clear cut reply 
to our queries made from time ti. ' no satisfactory reply why HSR 
was being cleared under Chapter 3'; i given. 

ii) The contention of the petitioners that HSR can be cleared both under 
Chapters 39 and 40 is highly misleading and cannot be accepted. 

iii) When the import data from the Government sources, i.e. DGCIOsS was 
available why the Domestic Industry chose to rely upon data from the 
secondary sources. 

iv) In the petition the petitioners have indicated that total production of 
HSR equals to* 4996+2759 tons whereas in their rejoinder they had 
indicted that the established demand was of the order of 18000 to 
20000 M. tons pa.. The capacity of both the domestic producers, 
however, taken together, is not more than 10000 to 12000 M. tons p.a.. 

v) We deny the contention of the petitioners that the imports have 
increased. On the other hand imports have actually gone down to 7383 
A. tons in 1999-2000 from 11083 M. tons in 1998-99. 
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e) M/b Firma Chemicgna Dworv 8.A.. Poland have made the following 

snbmiBBionB; - 

(i) The petitioners have merely reproduced the contentions made by 
them in the petition. In this connection, it may be pointed out that 
the details of the so-called injury have to be mentioned in the 
preliminary findings after taking into account all the individual 
economic and financial parameters. Further, the requirements for 
Threat of injury’ have not been met with in the instant case. There 
is nothing more than mere assertion that there is threat of injury 
from the alleged dumped imports just to sensationalize the issue. 

It is also submitted that the arguments made by the 
exporter/importers and users during the oral hearing as well as in 
the written submissions stand unrebutted by the petitioners. 

(ii) We also urge the Hon’ble Designated Authority to kindly follow the 
rule of the Bed Linen case and the position taken by India therein. 

(iii) We also request the Hon'ble Designated Authority to kindly take 
into account the specific production capacities of the petitioners in 
their different plants for various types of rubber. Our request for 
the capacities of producing different synthetic by M/s Apar has not 
been paid attention to by the domestic industry. We are covering 
this aspect separately in the section relating to confidentiality and 
adequacy & accuracy of information. 

$ 

f] M/s Small Scale Rubber Industries of India. New India Rubber 

Works tPl Ltd., M/s Banik Rubber Industries and AH India Industries 

Association have made the following submissions! - 


(i) There is no injury to the domestic producers. The domestic producers 
have not made any losses, and any pile up of stocks is on account of 
poor quality of their product. Domestic Industry have increased 
their capacity and also their selling prices 

In response to the disclosure, the following submissions have been 
made by New India Rubber Works (P) Ltd. and M/s Banik Rubber 
Industries:-. 

i) There is no injury to the Domestic Industry if a proper and detailed 
investigation is carried out particularly after considering the 
fluctuation in the cost of input of the raw materials consumed by the 
Domestic Industry. Here it may again be referred that one of the 
Domestic Industry , M/s Apar Industries Ltd. has made a huge profit 
due to less input cost (please refer the Economic Times, Kolkata dt. 
7.11.2001). 

ii) The consuming industry must not be made to suffer due to 
incapability of the Domestic Industry for non-economic sale of 
production by using outdated technology by the Domestic Industry. 







[ SFT I—1 ] 


: arai«iK'i 


137 


Any increase in cost by the Domestic Industry due to their In-efficlency 
should be ignored and must not be taken into account while 
calculating their cost of production. The Authority must not allow 
itself to be used as a profit generating tool by one or two Domestic 
Industry employing total workmen within 1000 against thousands of 
small consuming units employing lakhs of workmen. This is obviously 
not permissible in a developing country like ours which is always 
fighting against unemployment, poverty and other social problems. 
Here we also take the opportunity to respectfully submit that any 
improper decision affecting the Rubber consuming industry in the 
country shall have also an indirect impact on the condition of natural 
rubber growers of the country for which the Government always prefer 
to look for their interest. 

2. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The Authority after considering the above submissions, the data 

provided by the Domestic Industry and the imports data observes the 

following:- 

(i) The imports of subject goods from the countries other than the subject 
countries as per the DGCISsS data is 3487 MT and as per secondary 
source Polymers Plastics Rubber (PPR) Trade Journal is 4039 MT in 
POI. The maximum imports from non-subject countries by 
considering these two sources comes to 5073 MT (Chapter 40 imports 
of DGCIS and Chapter 39 imports of PPR). On the basis of this data, 
the Authority notes that the imports from the subject countries are 
above the de-minimis level. 

(ii) The production of the Domestic Industry has increased from 5490 MT 
in 1997-98 to 6532 MT in 1998-99, to 9224 MT in 1999-2000 and 
further to 7627 MT in POI (annualised 10169 MT). 

(iii) The capacity utilisation has decreased from 72.73% in 1997-98 to 
42.14% in 1998-99, to 59.5% in 1999-2000 and has decreased to 
57.13 % in POI. 

(iv) The domestic sales of the Domestic Industry has increased from 6109 
MT in 1997-98 to 7617 MT in 1998-99 to 8960 MT in 1999-2000 and 
8352 MT in POI (annualised 11136 MT). 

(v) The imports in absolute terms from Poland have increased from 0 MT 
in 1998-99 to 1160 MT in POI (annualised 1546 MT) and that from 
territory of EU from 1152 MT to 1250 MT (annualised 1667 MT) during 
the same period. In terms of market share, the imports from Poland 
have increased from 0% in 1998-99 to 7.3% in POI, whereas for 
territory of EU it has increased from 6.16% to 7.9% for the same 
period. 
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As proportion of total imports, the imports from Poland have increased 
from 0% in 1998-99 to 15.5% in POI while for territory of EU the share 
has increased from 10.4% to 16.7% for the same period. The imports 
data is referenced from DGCIS and correlated appropriately with PPR 
data and exporters response to the extent it is feasible. 

(vi) The market share of the Domestic Industry has increased from 40.7% 
in 1998-99 to 55.87% in 1999-2000 and has been 52.74% in POI. 

(vll) The profitability of Domestic Industry has declined significantly in POI 
as compared to 1997-98 and 1998-99. 

(vlii) Though the production, domestic sales, capacity utilisation and 
selling prices of the subject goods of Domestic Industry have 
increased in POI as compared to 1998-99 and 1999-2000, the net 
sales realisation of the Domestic Industry has been suppressed on 
account of the low landed values of the dumped imports from the 
subject countries and has been significantly lower than the non- 
injurious price thereby leading to financial losses. 

2. The Authority also notes the submissions regarding the injury analysis 
for the Domestic Industry made by various interested parties on the issue of 
capacity and injury analysis. In this regard, the Authority holds that non- 
ii\jurious price (NIP) has been evaluated for the Domestic Industry by 
bench-marking the best consumption norms and normating the various cost 
components and by considering the dedicated capacity of the subject goods 
available with the Domestic Industry. In this regard therefore the injury to 
the Domestic Industry on account of price suppression due to dumped 
imports has been evaluated with reference to the cost of production in POI of 
the subject goods only. 

3. The Authority notes the various arguments pertaining to demand of 
HSR in the country. The Authority on the basis of the import data available 
from DGCI8&S and from Polymers Plastics Trade Journal Intelligence (PPR) 
for the period of investigation evaluates the demand of HSR on the basis of 
the domestic sales and imports made as 18000 MT approximately. The 
Authority notes that if the data of imports under Chapter 39 of PPR and data 
of imports of Chapter 40 by DGCIScS pertaining to the subject goods is 
considered, the best demand in the country can be considered of an order of 
21000 MT approximately. On the basis of this demand and on the basis of 
the total available capacity, the Authority notes that there is a demand- 
supply gap on the basis of the actual production done by the Domestic 
Industry. The available capacity indicates that this demand-supply gap can 
be reduced if the domestic industry attains a higher capacity. On the basis 
of the previous years imports data as available from DGCIS and domestic 
sales of the Domestic Industry, the Authority holds that the demand of the 
subject goods is rising and therefore has not been a factor responsible for 
Injury to the Domestic Industiy. Also on the basis of the submissions made 
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by various interested parties, the Authority notes that the demand has not 
been a constraining factor. 

The above economic factors collectively and cumulatively indicate that 
the dumped imports have kept the domestic prices depressed in the Indian 
market thereby causing material injury to the Domestic Industry by way of 
depressed Net Sales Realisation below the Non-Injurious Price thus leading 
to financial losses. 

H.l INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 


The following submissions have been made by various interested 

parties:- 

a) M/s India Federation of Rubber Footwear Manufacturea have 
made the following submissions: - 

(i) The Domestic industiy is taking undue advantage of the anti dumping 
system and attempt is being made by the vested interests in the 
country so that they can increase the price of their products. 


(ii) It is respectfully submitted that Public Interest is an aspect which the 
Honourable Designated Authority must consider prior to the 
imposition of Anti-Dumping Duty. 

(iii) It is further submitted that it is wholly simplistic to assume that any 
public interest view would essentially condone dumping, which is only 
beneficial in the short term, thus Anti Dumping Duties must be 
imposed, irrespective of the consequences on the user Industiy. 


(iv) In fact the Anti Dumping Rules themselves require that the 
Honourable Designated Authority take into account the interest of the 
consuming industty in particular the Rule 6(5). 

(v) Clearly, the consumer interest is not to be discarded. 

(vi) In the factual matrix of the particular case, the Domestic Industiy can 
admittedly not meet the domestic demand. Further, the user industiy 
has confirmed that the quality of the domestic product is so poor that 
it impacts the brand equity of their slippers. 

(vii) Further, the end product is rubber slippers consumed by the common 
citizen of India. By imposing unduly high Anti-Dumping Duties the 
Honourable Designated Authority may consider the eventual impact 
on the consuming public. 





140 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part I— Sec. 1) 

In resDon— to the Diaclonre. the following «nbml«»ion« have 
been made;- 

iii) That the sole purpose of the petitioners is to increase the price of HSR 
on one pretext or the other. The Domestic Industry has increased 
their prices on four occasions within the last two years from Rs.60/- 
per kg. to Rs.88/- per kg.. 

iv) Apar Industries Ltd. and Apcotex are not providing HSR produced by 
them at fair prices and veiy often they jack up the prices on one 
pretext or the other hurting the viability of the local rubber industry. 
Their qualities are also not upto the mark. Their supply position is 
equally bad. 

b) M/s Banik Rubber Industries, Calcutta have made the following 
submissions:- 

(i) It has also been indicated that M/s Banik Rubber industries that 

the anti dumping duty has been imposed without taking into 
account the concerns of the user industry who employ four lakh 
workers which is not only bad in law but also without jurisdiction. 

(il) It has also been indicated that imposition of anti dumping duty on 
HSR in India has resulted in opportunity for the products from 
Nepal, Bangladesh, Korea and Thailand who are grabbing Indian 
market. 

(iii) M/s Banik Rubber Industry have indicated that the manufactures 
of rubber are taking advantage of anti dumping duties and have 
revised their prices on various grounds over the last three years. 
The goods supplied by the Domestic Industry also do not meet the 
quality and standard required. M/s Small Scale Rubber Industries 
Association and New India Works Pvt. Ltd. have also supported the 
above submissions. 

2. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

The Authority notes the submissions made by the user industry on the 
likely impact of the anti dumping duty on the footwear manufactures. The 
Authority also notes that it has been indicated that the anti dumping duty 
will have an adverse effect on the employment in the small scale units. The 
Authority also notes that the submissions have been made regarding 
problems related to quality and standards of the goods supplied by the 
Domestic Industry and also regarding the mis-match in the demand-supply 
situation in the country. The Authority notes that various interested parties 
have also argued that subsequent to the levy of anti dumping duty, the 
Domestic Industry has raised the prices of the subject goods. It has also 
been submitted that the levy of anti dumping duty would lead to import of the 
finished products which the user industry is manufacturing and that the levy 
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of anti dumping duty which is to protect only two units is against the spirit of 
globalisation and WTO. 

The Authority noting the above submissions made by various user 
industry holds that the purpose of anti dumping duty in general only to 
redress the injury which has been caused to the Domestic Industry due to 
unfair practice of dumping and to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
competition in the Indian market which is in the general interest of the 
country. 

The Authority recognises that the imposition of anti dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the products which are manufactured with the 
usage of the subject goods and therefore might have some influence on 
relative competitiveness and price levels of this products. However, the fair 
competition in the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti dumping 
measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would 
remove the unfair advantages gained by the dumping practices and would 
prevent the decline of the Domestic Industry and help maintain availability of 
wider choice of the subject goods to the user industry and the consumers. 
Imposition of anti dumping measures would also not restrict imports from the 
subject countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect the availability 
of the products to the consumers. 

Regarding the mis-match in demand and supply, the Authority holds 
that consequent to the anti dumping measures, the imports of the subject 
goods from the subject countries would only get regulated at a fair price and 
in no way these measures are were intended to restrict imports from the 
subject countries. As regards the quality and standard of the subject goods 
as indicated by the user industiy, the Authority reiterates as indicated in the 
foregoing para that these claims are unsubstantiated and have therefore not 
been considered. Also the Domestic Industiy has been supplying these 
subject goods to the user industry in past and during the POL Since the 
purpose of anti dumping duty is only to redress the injury caused due to the 
unfair practice of dumping the Authority keeping in view the interests of the 
user industry has recommended the anti dumping duty on the basis of lesser 
duty rule. 

1. LANDED VALUE 


The landed value has been determined for the subject goods after 
adding on weighted average GIF export price, the applicable level of custom 
duties (except duties levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9, 9A) and one percent 
towards landing charges. 
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J CONCLUSIONS! 


It U »een. after considering the forf>gc^g tiiati 


(a) The subject goods in all forms originating in or exported from the 
subject countries have been exported to India below its normal value. 

(b) The domestic industiy has suffered material injury by way of 
depressed Net Sales Realization (NSR) on account of price suppression 
caused by low landed prices of the dumped subject goods from the 
subject countries leading to financial losses. 

(c) The injury has been caused to the domestic industiy by dumping of 
the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject countries. 
The authority recommends anti-dumping duty on imports of all 
forms/grades of subject goods falling under Chapter 40 and Chapter 
39 originating in or exported from the subject countries as also 
indicated in sub-para (d) below. 

(d) It was considered to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty 
equal to the margin of dumping or less so as to remove the injury 
caused to the domestic industiy. Accordingly, it is proposed that 
definitive anti dumping duties as set out below be imposed, by the 
Central Government on all forms and grades of subject goods 
originating in or exported from Territory of European Union and 
Poland under Chapter 40, Customs Sub-Heading 4002.19 (ITC 
Classification 4002.1902) and Chapter 39, Custom Sub-Heading 
3903.90 (ITC Classification 3903.9000) of the Customs Tariff. However 
the goods specifically indicated in foregoing para C(2) as being 
excluded do not attract the anti dumping duty. 
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SI. 

No 

• • 

Name of the 
•aipoiter/ producer 

Product 

Amount of 
Duty 

(US$/MT)) 

1. 

RgMstf 

M/a Ftrma Cbemlczna 
Ehroiy SA 

AH grades including KER 1904, 1909, 
9000 of High Styrene 

Resin/Rubber(H SR) covering SBR 1900 
series referencing to High Styrene Resin 
Latex Master Batch/Hi^ Styrene 
reinforcement Polymer, excluding 

Polystyrene, Thermoplastic elastomer. 
Acrylonitrile-Butadiene Styrene 

copolymers and Styrene acrylonitrile 
copolymers and SBR 1500 and 1700 
Series. 

248.14 


All other 

exporters/producers 

All grades including KER 1904, 1909, 
9000 of High Styrene 

Resin/Rubber(HSR) covering SBR 1900 
series referencing to High Styrene Resin 
Latex Master Batch/High Styrene re¬ 
inforcement Polymer 

Excluding Polystyrene, Thermoplastic 
elastomer, Aciylonitrile-Butadiene 

Styrene copolymers and Styrene 
acrylonitrile copolymers and SBR 1500 
and 1700 Series. 

421.05 


Territory of BU 



2. 

N/a Bayer International 

SA, Switzerland and M/s 
Bayer International, 

France. 

All grades including Krylene HS 260 of 
High Styrene Resin/Rubber(HSR) 

covering SBR 1900 series referencing to 
High Styrene Resin Latex Master 
Batch/High Styrene re-inforcement 
Polymer excluding Polystyrene, 

Thermoplastic elastomer, Acrylonitrile- 
Butadiene Styrene copol 3 mrers and 
Styrene acrylonitrile copolymers and 
SBR 1500 and 1700 Series. 

359.70 


All other 

exporters/producers 

All grades including Krylene HS 260 of 
High Styrene Resin/Rubber(HSR) 

covering SBR 1900 series referencing to 
High Styrene Resin Latex Master 
Batch/High Styrene re-inforcement 
Polymer excluding Polystyrene, 

Thermoplastic elastomer, Acrylonitrile- 
Butadiene Styrene copolymers and 
Styrene aciylonitrile copolymers and 
SBR 1500 and 1700 Series. 

430.08 
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[e) Subject to above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings dated 
13.3.2001 

(g) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise, Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority & Addl. Secy. 
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